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ORDERS OF THE DAY. sdb 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—(As amended, considered.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 8, after clause 11, insert the following clause— 


‘*(1) The county council, without prejudice to the power under section 
one hundred and sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836, or any other 
enactment, may, for the purpose of the maintenance of the roads 4 their 
county, whether main or other roads, acquire, purchase, take on lease, or 
exchange any land from which materials may be got for the repair of such 
roads, and may purchase or hire any steam roller, and may place at the 
disposal of the persons contracting for the repair of the roads, materials 
from the said land, and the use of the said steam roller, upon such reason- 
able terms as may be agreed upon. 


‘*(2) Section one hundred and sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836 
(which relates to the power to obtain gravel, stone, sand, or other materials), 
shall extend to authorise the digging for, raising, and carrying away of 
gravel, stone, sand, or other materials, out of any river or brook at a 
distance of at least a hundred and fifty feet above or below any bridge, dam, 
or weir, where the same can be taken away without diverting or interrupt- 
ing the course of the river or brook, or prejudicing or damaging any 
building, highway, ford, or spawning-bed.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


[ Mr. Speaker] ... ee 9 Mr. J.P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) 11 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 9 Mr. Gerald Balfour... owe 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.).... 10 Mr. Plunkett (Dublin Co., 8S.) 12 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, [ Mr. Speaker] ohh on 

a” en ae Mr. T.M. Healy... sm. ae 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 19, after clause 32, insert the following clause— 


‘*So mueh of the Municipal Corporations (Ireland) Act, 1840, as requires 
the approval of the Honourable Society of the Governors and Assistants of 
London of the new plantation in Ulster within the realm of Ireland to any 
by-law made by the council of the boroughs of Coleraine and Londonderry 
shall be repealed.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Butcher (York), ... 13 Sir T. Lea... eee oe «=—CdG 
Sir T. Lea (Londonderry, The Attorney General for 

> a ae a, Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Mr. Butcher... ox Londonderry, N.) ... on 


Question put— 
‘“‘ That the clause be read a second time.” 

Motion agreed to. 

Amendment proposed to omit the words “the boroughs of.”—(Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 

Discussion :— 


Mr. i4. Healy ... ‘om a Mr. Atkinson... oe -. «—29G 
[Mr. Speaker] ... ~~ «== 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


* At end of clause after the word ‘repealed,’ to add these words— 

**And no consent of the Lord Lieutenant shall be required to revise 
by-laws made by any corporation, but that for such consent the Local 
Government Board shall be substituted.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


DIscUSsION :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy . 16 Mr. T.M. Healy... we 
Mr. Atkinson ... wow’ ET 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


[Mr. Speaker] (Amendments ruled out of order) eee vee ves 


Another clause brought up— 


** Page 36, after clause 58, insert the following clause— 


“A district or county council, or any committee thereof, shall not hold 

a@ meeting on any licensed premises, nor shall such premises be used as an 

office of the council, or for any purpose of or incidental to the business of 

the council, or of any officer of the council, and the expression ‘licensed 

remises’ in this section means premises licensed for the sale of intoxicating 

Bano _ includes any club at which such liquor is sold.”—(M7. Gerald 
aLfour. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 18 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, Mr, Flynn (Cork, N.) 
W<) an on « Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... 18 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) 18 Mr. Dillon... _ 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* At the beginning of the clause to insert these words— 


‘* Except in cases where no other suitable room is available, either free 
of charge or at a reasonable cost.” 


Amendment agreed to, and clause added to the Bill. 


Another clause brought up. 


‘* A trackway on the bank of any navigable river within the meaning of 
the Grand Jury (Ireland) Act, 1873, shall be a public highway, and shall 
continue to be maintainable as provided by that Act.”—(1/7. Gerald Balfour.) 


Read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 43, after clause 67, insert the following clause :— 


**(1) Sections twelve and thirteen of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1871, as amended by the Local Government Board (Ireland) Act, 1872, 
shall apply to the audit of the accounts of boards of guardians and their 
officers in like manner as it applies to the audit of accounts of governing 
bodies of towns and their officers ; and notwithstanding anything in section 
one hundred and fourteen of the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, the legality 
of an order of the guardians may be questioned by the auditor in like 
manner as the legality of an order of the governing body of a town. 
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**(2) Where an application, under this section or under the said section 
twelve of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1871, is made to the Local 
Government Board against any allowance, disallowance, or surcharge made 
by any auditor of the Board—(a) the Board may decide the application 
anomie to the merits of the case, and if the Board find that any disallow- 
ance or surcharge was lawfully made, but that the subject-matter thereof 
was incurred under such circumstances as to make it fair and equitable 
that the disallowance or surcharge should be remitted, they may direct 
that the same shall be remitted, upon payment of the costs (if any) which 
may have been incurred by the auditor or other competent authority in 
enforcing the disallowance or surcharge ; and (b) the decision of the Board 
shall be final; and (c) section thirteen of the Loeal Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1871, shall apply as if the sum found by: the decision of the Loca 
Government Board to be due from any person were at thedate of such division 
=. by the auditor to be due, and there was no appeal.”—(Mr. Gerald 

‘alfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 21 Mr. Atkinson... sie ae 
Mr. M. Healy ... eet) Omen Mr. Jordan ... a a 
Mr. T. M. Healy ede we 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘*A chairman of any county or district council, or of any commissioners, 
who is, by virtue of this Act, a justice of the peace, and has been re-elected 
to the said office of chairman on the expiration or other determination of a 
previous term of office, may continue to act as a jastice of the peace without 
again taking the oaths required by law to be taken by a justice of the peace.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 
“* Page 49, after clause 72, insert the following clause :— 


‘© (1) If within six months after an order of the Local Government Board 
is made under Part Four of this Act with respect to county boundaries, a 
petition against the order, so far as it affects any county, is presented tothe 
Local Government Board by the council or grand jury for the county, or by 
any sanitary authority, district council, or guardians in the county, or by 
not less than one hundred parliamentary electors for the county, the order, 
so far as it relates to that county, shall be referred to the Appeal Com- 
mission in this Act mentioned, and after that Commission have held such 
inquiry as they think necessary, and given an opportunity of being heard 
to all parties concerned who apply within the prescribed time to be heard, 
may be annulled or varied by order of that Commission, and that order of the 
Commission shall, after it comes into operation, have effect as if made by 
the Local Government Board under this Act. 


** (2) The order of the Commission shall not, unless it otherwise provides, 
come into operation until the second election of the county council, and if 
it so otherwise ata ge the Commission shall, by the same or any subse- 
quent order, make such arrangements respecting county and district councils 
and boards of guardians and the members thereof, and all other matters, as 
appear necessary or expedient for bringing the order into operation at the 
earlier date, and for that purpose may make the like provisions as are 
authorised by or in pursuance of this Act to be made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


**(3) Where any other provision of this Act provides for an appeal tothe 
Appeal Commission, the foregoing provisions of this section shall apply 
with the necessary modifications. 


‘*(4) The Appeal Commission shall consist of the Vice-President of the 
Local Government Board and four other commissioners, of whom two at 
least shall be members of either House of Parliament, appointed by the 
Lord Lieutenant. 
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**(5) Any vacancy arising among any such four commissioners, whether 
by death, resignation, incapacity, or otherwise, may be filled by the Lord 
Lieutenant; and the Lord Lieutenant may appoint any member of the 
Local Government Board to take the place of the Vice-President in case of 
his illness or unavoidable absence. 


‘** (6) For the purposes of any inquiry, an Appeal Commissioner shall 
have the same powers as an inspector of the Local Government Board 
when holding an inquiry under the Public Health Act, 1878; and the Com- 
mission shall have the same power respecting costs as is given to the Local 
Government Board by section two hundred and ten of that Act. 


‘*(7) Any expenses of the Appeal Commission, and of any other officer 
assigned by the Local Government Board to assist the Commission, shall 
be defrayed in like manner as the remuneration of officers appointed by the 
Board for carrying this Act into effect is directed by Part Eight of this Act 
to be defrayed. 


**(8) Any act of the Appeal Commission may be signified by any three 
of the commissioners under their hands.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 23 Mr. Gerald Balfour... o- 24 
Mr. T. M. Healy ae ae Mr. — Serjeant Hemphill 

Mr. T. M. Healy a (Tyrone, N.) ons wwe, $8 
Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) 24 


Clause added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 
‘* Page 58, after clause 82, insert the following clause :— 


**(1) In the year one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, the 
Registration Acts shall have effect as it for every date therein mentioned in 
July or August in respect of any matter there were substituted such day as 
is seven days later than that date. 


(2) As regards the register of voters to be madein the year one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, no election shall be questioned 
by reason of an error or informality whatsvever in relation to the filling up 
the forms or lists, the forming, printing, publishing, revising, or com- 
pleting the lists of voters, or the register of voters, for any county or 

orough, or by reason of any matter or thing not having been done within 
the time limited by law for that purpose. The signature of the chairman or 
revising barsister, or his deputy, to such register shall be conclusive 
evidence that such register has been in all respects duly made and revised 
at the time and in the manner prescribed by and in conformity with the 
Registration Acts and this Act.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 25 Mr. Tully... _ uw ae 
Mr. T. M. Healy — Mr. J.P. Farrell... on ae 
Mr. M. Healy ... we’ Mr. Atkinson... yee uw 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘**To insert in Mr.Gerald Balfour’s new clause as to registration in 
=, in line 1, after ‘ninety-eight,’ ‘and thereafter.”—(Mr. T. M. 
ealy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ae Mr. M. Healy ae ie oe 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 28 
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Amendment put— 


‘*Line 1, after ‘ninety-eight,’ insert ‘ and thereafter.’ ” 


Negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 

** Line 6, after ‘ election,’ insert ‘ under this Act.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy ox | SS Mr. Atkinson... a see ea 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Discussion on clause continued :— 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., Mr. Atkinson ... set » 80 
’ + ee es ve §=—6.299 Mr. M. Healy ssh oo. 30 


Clause was then added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘Where it appears, upon inquiry made by the Local Government Board, 
that a board of guardians in any county has refused to consider te 5 hegre 
tions under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1882 to 1896, or has failed to carry 
out a scheme under the provisions of these Acts, the Local Government 
Board may by sealed order constitute the county council the local authority 
for carrying out the provisions of said Acts: Provided that no such order 
shall be made without one month’s notice in writing to the guardians of the 
intention to make such order; and if, upon such notice being served, the 
guardians then undertake to carry out the provisions of the Labourers Acts 
aforesaid, no such order shall be made.”—(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 30 Mr. Farrell see on = Sl 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 


Oe a Oe 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 


** A loan raised after the passing of this Act, under the Poor Relief 
(Ireland) Act, 1838, and any acts amending that Act, shall be repaid within 
such period, not exceeding sixty years, as the guardians, with the sanction of 
the Local Government Board, may determine, either by equal yearly or half- 
yearly instalments of principal or principal and interest, or by means of a 
sinking fund.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) 


Discussion :-— 
Sir T. Lea ae we Mr. Gerald Balfour... ow Be 


Clause agreed to, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘*In the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and any other enactment relating 
to borrowing by boards of guardians, the Commissioners of Public Works in 
Ireland shall, as respects any borrowing after the passing of this Act, be 
substituted for the Public Works Loans Commissioners, and the loan may 
be made for the period above mentioned.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) aes ae 32 


Clause agreed to, and added to the Bill. 
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Another clause— 


‘*Guardians may borrow money under the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, 
andlany Acts amending that Act, for the purpose of repaying any outstanding 
part of any loan raised by them under those Acts which they have power to 
repay.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) a oes iy rs 


Amendment proposed— 


*“ After ‘that Act,’ to insert ‘including the Medical Charities Act.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) cs tae ti ees sie 


Amended Amendment agreed to. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


** Any money so borrowed shall be repaid in the manner directed by this 
section, and within the same period as that originally sanctioned for the re- 
payment of the loan, unless the Local Government Board consent to the 
period for repayment being enlarged, but that period shall in no case exceed 
sixty years from the date of the original borrowing.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


** Page 82, after clause 51, insert the following clause :— 


**¢The term within which a loan borrowed by the county council is to be 
repaid shall be such period, not exeeeding sixty years, as the council, with 
the consent of the Local Government Board, determine in each case,, having 
regard tothe duration of the work or object for which the loan is borrowed.’’ 

Mr. G. Balfour.)... oe wae 


Clause read a second time and added to the Bill. 


Another clause—, 


‘*The audit of any accounts under this Act shall be made under the pre- 
scribed rules by auditors selected from a list, to be settled by the Local 
Government Board, of chartered or other professional accountants for the 
time being in practice in Ireland, and who shall be appointed by the county, 
borough, or district counci!s, or local bodies, subject to the approval of the 
Local Government Boara, or may in the absence of such appointment be ap- 
pointed by the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) Sa 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy oo 34 [ Mr. Speaker | ove ose 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 36 Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Pat- 


Mr, T. M. Healy oo» 36 rick) eee oes 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 37 Sir J. Leng (Dundee) 
Mr. J. H. M. Campbell Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
(Dublin, St. Stephen's Mr. M. Healy 
Green) ove — Mr. T. M. Healy 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


**The audit of any accounts under this Act shal] be made under the pre- 
scribed rules by auditors selected from the list to be supplied by the Local 
Government Board, which shall include chartered or other professional 
accountants for the time being in practice in Ireland, and which shall be ap- 
pointed by the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
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DIscussIon :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy we «= 42 Mr. T. M. Healy 

Lord E. Fitzmaurice Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
(Wilts, Cricklade) ... 42 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 

Mr. Pinkerton ... we = 48 Mr. M. Healy ; 

Mr. Jordan _ we «= 44 Mr. Atkinson... ine 7 

Mr. J. P. Farrell we «= 45 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 

Mr. J. H.M. Campbell... 46 Mid) one ne ove 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 46 Mr. Field 


The House divided :—Ayes 110; Noes 211. (Division List No. 187.) 





Amendment proposed— 


** After clause 76, to insert the following clause— 


** At all meetings, other than committee meetings, of county or district 
councils accredited representatives of the newspaper press shall be per- 
mitted to attend, and shall receive reasonable facilities for obtaining for the 
purposes of a publication reports of the proceedings of such meet- 
ings.”—(Sir J. Willow.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Sir John Willox (Liver- ' Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, W.) 
pool, Everton) os -' OS Mr, Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 

Mr. Flynn wwe oo» 67 Mr. J. Redmond ( Waterford) 

Mr. Johnston (Belfast, Mr. T. M. Healy ma 
ee +0 os Mr. Hayden .. 

Mr. T. M. Healy — Mr. T. M. Healy 


r. Johnston... ww Mr. Dillon... oe ewe 
Mr. M. Healy ... ae Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 60 pool, Scotland) eee 


Mr. Tully -” os G1 Mr. Clancy 
Mr. J. F. Farrell wa 62 Mr. Jordan 


Mr. tsayden (Roscom- Mr. Clancy at 
mon, 8.) a 2 Mr. Clancy ... _ 
Mr. Murnaghan ao. eS Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Question put— 


‘That the clause be read a second time” 
The House divided :—Ayes 77; Noes 288. (Division List No. 188.) 


It being half-past Five of the clock, further proceedings stood adjourned. 


Lonpon University Commission (Expenses)—Considered in Committee 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of remuneration to the Commissioners who may be 
appointed under any Act of the —- Session to make further provision 
with respect to the University of ondon, and of all expenses incurred in 
the execution of such Act.”—(sir John Gorst.) 
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which are in this section included in the expression ‘machine’: (a) During 
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person riding or being upon such machine shall carry attached to the 
machine a lamp which shall be so constructed and placed as to exhibita 
light in the direction in which he is proceeding, and so lighted and kept 
lighted as to afford adequate means of signalling the approach or position 
of the machine; (b) upon overtaking any cart, carriage, or machine, or any 
horse, mule, or other beast of burden, or any foot passenger, being on or pro- 
ceeding along the carriage way, every such person shall within a reasonable 
distance from and before passing such cart, carriage, or machine, horse, 
mule, or other beast cf burden, or such foot passenger, by sounding a 
bell or whistle, or otherwise give audible and sufficient warning of the 
approach of the machine. 


**(2) A council of a county borough may make regulations for regulating 
the use and speed of machines in the streets and roads within the county 
borough, and for preventing any nuisance, obstruction, or danger being 
caused by the same; and the provisions of sections 219 to 223 of the Public 
Health (Ireland) Act, 1878, with respect to by-laws, shall apply to all regula- 
—— — under this section as if the same were by-laws authorised by 
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Question put— 
‘* That the clause be read a second time.” 
The House divided.—Ayes 298 ; Noes 36. (Division List No. 189.) 
Amendment proposed— 
**To leave out sub-section (1) of the proposed clause reading as under— 
“*During the period between one hour after sunset and one hour before 
sunrise every person riding or being oy such machine shall carry attached 
to the machine a lamp, which shall be so cmstructed and placed as to 
exhibit a light in the direction in which he is proceeding, and so lighted 
and kept lighted as to afford adequate means of signalling the approach or 
position of the machine."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ee ©1938 Mr. T. M. Healy... eee §=194 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 193 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) oe =196 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 193 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «os 196 
[Mr. Speaker] ... ee ©6194 ¥ 


Question put— 
‘* That sub-section (1) stand part of the proposed clause.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 61; Noes 279. (Division List No. 199.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ a county borough, and insert the words ‘an 
urban district’ instead thereof.”—(ur. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Discusston :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... 199 The Attorney General for 


[Mr. Speaker] ... -- 201 Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 

Mr. T. M. Healy a Londonderry, N.) ee 62908 
[Mr. Speaker] ... «oe 202 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill w- 204 
Mr. T. M. Healy - 202 [ Mr. Speaker] 205 


[ Mr. Speaker] ... -- 203 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill --- 206 
Mr. T, M. Healy .. 203 


The House divided :—Ayes 286 ; Noes 62. (Division List No. 191.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Line 21, after the word ‘the,’ omit the words ‘use and.’"—(Mr, T. M 
Healy. ) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... os are _ ee on oe 6209 
Question put. 

‘That the words the use and’ stand part of the prc posed clause.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 283; Noes 48. (Division List No. 192.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** To insert in line zl between ‘of’ and ‘michines’ the words ‘bicy~les, 
tricycles, velocipedes, and other similar.’ "—(./r. Atkinson.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy os 213 Mr. Atkinson... ra - «216 


Page 


Mr. J. O’ Connor — Mr. Tully... -- 216 
low, W.) “ 216 Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) ove SUF 


[Mr. Speaker] ... eo 216 
Question put— 
‘That those words be there inserted in the proposed clause.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 298 ; Noes 44. (Division List No. 193.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To omit the word ‘ nuisance.’” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ee 219 [ Mr. Speaker] vos wee =220 
Amendment deferred. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
‘* Line 22, after the word ‘ borough,’ insert ‘and the carriage of lights on 
such machines, and the warning of approach to be given by persons using 
the same.’”"—(Mr. Atkinson. 
DIscussION :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy «os Sat Mr. J. O’ Connor ( Wicklow, tig 223 


[ Mr. Speaker | vo oo 999 Mr. Gerald Balfour.. oo. 224 

Mr. T. M. Healy oo» 232 Mr. T. M. Healy... oo. 224 

Mr. W Redmond wheats Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) wo. 224 
By + ee ©6223 


Question put— 
‘* That those words he there inserted in the proposed clause.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 271 ; Noes 28. (Division List No. 194.) 


Further Amendment proposed— 
**To omit the word ‘ nuisance’ in line 22,"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy oe | [Mr. Speaker] are me | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘<In line 27 of the proposed clause, to leave out the word ‘ summarily.’” 
—Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy os 228 Mr. T. M. Healy... -. 230 
ay Speaker] ... — Se Mr. Serjeant Hemphill we =230 
r. T. M. Healy oe 229 [Mr. Speaker] — -- 230 
The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour,Manchester,E.) 229 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the proposed clause, to add the words—‘ Bicycles, tri- 
cycles, velocipedes, and other similar machines are hereby declared to be 
carriages.’”"—(Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Arnold-Forster (Bel- [Mr. Speaker] 
fast, W.) oa wwe S81 Mr. Atkinson... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 


o> That this clause be read a second time, and, as amended, added to the 
ill.” 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


1. “It Shall be lawful for the Lord Lieutenant, if he shall think fit, on 
the application of the county council of any county (including any county 
borough) to direct the Commissioners of Valuation to make a general 
revision or partial revision, at request of county council, of the valuation of 
all rateable tenements and hereditaments within any county union or 
borough ; provided that where such direction is given with respect to a 
borough (whether a county borough or not) the revision shall extend to the 
whole of every union comprising any part of such borough. 


2. ‘The Lord Lieutenant may by Order in Council make such rules and 
regulations as may be necessary or expedient for carrying out any such 
general revision, or for partial revision, at the instance of the county coun- 
cil, and for that purpose may adopt and modify the provisions of the Valua- 
tion Acts as to revision of valuation or incidental thereto.”—(M~. T. M. Healy.) 


DiscUssion :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy «=. 922 Mr. T, M. Healy 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 232 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 


1. ‘*It shall be lawful for the’ councils for the county of Dublin and 
county borough of Dublin, respectively, to license any theatre, room, or 
building within their respective counties for the performance of stage plays 
and other dramatic entertainments, such licence not to be in force for a 
longer period than one year from the granting thereof without being 
renewed, and while any such licence is in force it shall be lawful to perform 
stage plays and other dramatic entertainments, whether for reward or 
otherwise, in any theatre, room, or building so licensed, anything in the Act 
of the Parliament of Ireland, of the twenty-sixth year of the reign of George 
the Third, chapter fifty-seven, intituled an Act for regulating the Stage in 
the city and county of Dublin, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


2 Nothing in this section shall affect the power of Her Majesty, her 
heirs, and successors, to grant letters patent under the said Act.”—(Mr. J.J. 
Clancy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Mr. W. Redmond .. ae 
County, N.) «.. «~ S83 Mr. W. Field (Dublin, St. 

Mr. Athinson ... soe “Bot Patrick) A: 

Mr. Clancy sae «. 238 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Another clause proposed— 


‘‘Stamp duty shall not be payable in respect of any receipt given by wae | 
body created under this Act, or any contract with or between any suc 
body."—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 

Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy —- Mr. T. M. Healy... --. 240 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 240 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


New clause proposed— 


“The proceeds of any licences payable under the Dublin Hackney Car 
and Carriage Act shall, after the passing of this Act, be paid to the corpora- 
tion of Dublin.”—( Vr. T. M. Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy... +240 The Chancellor of the Ex- 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 248 chequer (SirM. Hicks Beach, 
Mr, Clancy sob “as “Bao Bristol, W.) aes coe 240 
Mr. T. M. Healy vee §=245 Mr. T. M. Healy... .. 246 
The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer ov .. 246 
Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another clause— 
“Nothing in this Act relating to the name by which any rate is to be 
known shall affect the existing qualification for the parliamentary fran- 
chise, and the non-payment of any rate bond fide made for the relief of the 
poor, and not of any other rate, shall work a disqualification as heretofore. 
and the amount of such rate shall be separately shown on every demand 
note.”"—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy -.- 246 Mr. Dillon... ae we. 256 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 248 Sir J. Colomb (Great Yar- 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 249 mouth) ae Sas wn Sor 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 252 Mr. Dillon... we eee ae 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 
S.) Ses sitie ow eee Mid) ; re vis SOW 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Mr. Clancy... noe ... =6258 
Patrich) is «we ‘gwae Mr. Gerald Balfour... «os 258 
Mr. Athinson ‘ ioe “250 Lord E, Fitzmaurice... ves. ee 
Mr. M. Healy ... sce 2O8 Mr. Gerald Balfour... i<- e 
Mr. J. H. M. Campbell Lord E. Fitzmaurice ee eee 
(Dublin, St. Stephen's Mr. Gerald Balfour... ..- 260 
Green) ets owe. ee Lord EF. Fitzmaurice «<< 260 
Mr. J. P. Farrel we 255 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.)... 260 


Question put— 
‘*That the clause be read a second time.” 


House divided :—Ayes 99; Noes 180. (Division List No, 195.) --- 260 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


** Nothing in this Act contained shall authorise any alteration in the 
existing boundaries of the borough of Clonmel, as defined by the Clonmel 
Corporation Act, 1895, and as amended and extended by the Clonmel 
Corporation Provisional Order, 1897, confirmed by the Act of the 60th and 
6lst years of Victoria, chapter 82. 

‘* Nothing in this Act shall alter the provisions of section 58 of the 
Clonmel Corporation Act, 1895, as amended and extended by the Clonmel 
Corporation Provisional Order, 1897, confirmed by the Act of the 6Uth and 
and 61st years of Victoria, chapter 82.”—(M7r. Condon.) 


DISCUSSION —=— 


Mr. Condon are soe 268 Mr. Condon ... ia nae 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 263 


Motions and clauses, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 


“In the construction of the Poor Law Acts (Ireland) Amendment Act, 
1890, the local authority levying the poor rate shall be substituted fcr the 
board of guardians, and sub-section 2 of section 2 of the said Act shall have 
effect only in cases in which the local authority have come to such deter- 
mination as in the first sub-section of the said section is mentioned.”— 
(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... w- §=264 Mr. Atkinson... 


Another clause proposed— 


“*So much of the 38th section of the Tramways (Ireland) Act, 1860, as 
provides that such approval or disapproval as therein referred to shall have 
no effect unless it is determined on by a majority of not less than two-thirds 
of the members present is hereby repealed.”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... «oe 260 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 


Clause agreed to, and added to the Bill. 


New clause proposed— 

‘‘ Notwithstanding anything in this Act contained, the receipt of a 
collector of rates appointed by the council of any county borough for rates 
paid to him, or of the cashier of the borough or other officer appointed by 
the council to receive same for moneys paid to him, shall be a good dis- 
charge to the person paying the same. And the moneys so received may be 
carried to the credit of the separate fund or account to which the council 
are by law entitled to carry the same.”—(Sir James Haslett.) 


Discussion :— 


Sir J. Haslett (Belfast, Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
IN) ‘én oes ive BOS Mr. M. Healy 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


New clause proposed— 

‘“* Where any ancient monuments or remains are being dilapidated, 
injured, or endangered, the county surveyor of any county shall report the 
same to the county council, and it wilful injury has been done, the county 
council may prosecute for same as if for a trespass to property in their own 
possession, and a conviction or injunction may be had and enforced accord- 
ingly.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 268 Mr. T. M. Healy... 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


New clause proposed— 


“From and after the. passing of this Act there shall be added to the 
Local Government Board four members elected by the county councils of 
Ulster, Leinster, Munster, and Connaught, respectively, as hereafter pro- 
vided, and the said elected members shall have the same powers and duties 
as the Commissioners appointed by Her Majesty.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


DiscussIon :— 


Mr. Dillon —_ ... 269 Mr. Dillon 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 271 


Clause put and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 18, to leave out clause 26, and insert the following clause— 


“There shall be transferred, subject to the provisions of this Act, to 
every urban district council the business and powers respectively of the 
guardians and of the grand jury respectively as regards making, levying, 
collecting and recovering the poor rate and grand jury rate within the 
districts of such council, and the like powers shall extend and apply to all 
other rates leviable by such councils within the said districts.,—(Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


DIscUSsION :— 


Mr. Plunkett... see “eae Mr. Atkinson... sr 
Mr. Atkinson ... sow lehe Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Pinkerton ... oxen Se 


Clause put, and negatived. 


Another clause— 


‘*The following provisions shall have effect in the case of petitions to the 
Local Government Board fora Provisional Order under section 203 of the 
Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1878— 


(1) The advertisements mentioned in sub-section 2 of the said section 
need only be published in two consecutive weeks instead of three consecu- 
tive weeks ; 


‘©(2) Where the Provisional Order sought may be confirmed without 
the authority of Parliament, the said advertisements may be published in 
any month, and in such case the notice referred to in the said sub-section 2, 
instead of being served in the month referred to therein, shall te served in 
the month following the month in which the advertisements are published ; 


‘¢(3) Where the Provisional Order does not affect demesne lands, it 
may be confirmed without the authority of Parliament in manner provided 
by section 12 of the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1885, and that section, and any 
enactment amending the same, shall apply with the necessary modifications ; 


**(4) This section shall apply in any case where the said section 203 is 
incorporated with any Act, or to which it applies, and section 8 of the 
Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1896, shall apply in any case where a Provisional 
Order is made under the said section 203 as so incorporated, or made applic- 
able.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... son Se Mr. Atkinson... ae es 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause proposed— 


‘“*The guardians, with the consent of the Local Government Board, may 
make regulations for—(a) the conversion of workhouse hospitals into 
district hospitals; and ‘b) the transfer of the duties and powers of the 
guardians as regards such hospitals and the administrative control thereof 
to a committee of hospital governors appointed by the guardians, consist- 
ing wholly or partly of members of theirown body; and (c) the payment 
and accommo tation under which private patients may be admitted. 


‘* The guardians, acting through the said committee and subject to the 
regulations of the Local Government Board, shall properly manage and main- 
tain such district hospitals, and may appoint acd remove officers and regu- 
late expenditure, and may receive and apply for the benefit of such district 
hospitals any endowments or subscriptions given by private persons for such 
purposes. 


‘* Subject to the general control of the guardians in respect of all moneys 
provided out of rates, the acts of the committee shall not require confirma- 
tion by the guardians.”—(Sir J. Colomb.) 


Discussion adjourned at midnight. 





SUPPLY [lst Juty]—Civit Services anp Revenvur, DEPARTMENTS 


Estimates, 1898-9—Resolutions reported— 


Crass II. 


‘1, Thatasum, not exceeding £9,100, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of a. eng during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty's Secretary for Scotland 
and Subordinate Offices.” 


“2. That asum, not exceeding £20,479, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of + san during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland, and for Grants in 
Aid of Piers or Quays.” 


“3. That asum, not exceeding £3,241, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defcay the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Registrar General of Births, 
etc., in Scotland.” 


‘*4. That asum, not exceeding £7,698, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board for Scotland, and for 
Expenses under the Public Health Acts, Infectious Diseases Notification 
Act, Vaccination Act, Loc*] Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act, and Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894.” 


Crass III. 


‘“*5, That asum, not exceeding £62,046, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Lord Advocate’s Department, and other Law 
—. and the Salaries and Expenses of the Courts of Law and Justice in 

cotland. 
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“6. That a sum, not exceeding £28,951, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
— -* Expenses of the Offices in Her Majesty's Genera! Register House, 
inburgh. 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Metropolitan Commons Bill—Order of the day for the Second Reading read 276 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Crilly [Objection]... 276 Mr. Skewes - Cox (Surrey, 





Kingston) ... 276 
Second Reading deferred. 
House adjourned at 12.5. 
LORDS: FRIDAY, 8tH JULY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 15) [1.1.]—The same was ordered 
to lie on the Table ... mes AEA ee nee aa st ioe “Sa 

Stanpinc Orpers CommittEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders 

not complied with in respect of the West Ham Corporation Bill ought 

to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. Read, and 
agreed to... a oer aes en aa: oe ae sce Be 

Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill—Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next a sie ‘iets sre be a ee ee | 


Clacton-on-Sea Gas and Water Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next 277 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the orders 
made on the 4th instant and yesterday discharged ; and Bill committed 277 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill—Reported with an Amendment... 278 


Bristol Tramways (Electrical Power, etc.) Bill—Reported with Amend- 

ments ai aia naa on ave en = a oo. 278 
Dublin Port and Docks Bill—Reported with Amendments... il --. 278 
Coventry Corporation Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments we «. 278 
Middlesbrough Corporation (Gas) Bill—Reported with Amendments on F78 


Rhondda and Swansea Bay Railway Bill—Read the third time, with the 
Amendment, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ote --. 278 

Drogheda Gas Bill—Read third time, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons ... aaa one see ace i 
romer Gas Bill—Read third time, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons ... - “os om on oe .. 278 
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Wigan Corporation Bill—Read third time, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons _... oe ae wea se SNe 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders unas ee Bill—Brought from the 
Commons wae. Bee 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders hana - a einiliabisialin from the 
Commons sea. OD 
Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ea es os a aw oe ame wee. te 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders an ssa Bill—Bronght from the 
Commons ies ; ii 279 
Education Department Provisional Orders Confirmation evan ote.) Bill 
[u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to ... ; 279 
Gas Orders Confirmation vane » Bill iin L : Aiea from the Commons 
agreed to ; ine ao ee sain be 
Gainsborough Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendment 
agreed to ie 279 
Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Railway Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to “s . 279 
Southend Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 279 
Southwark and Vauxhall Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to... 280 
Saint Thomas, Southwark, and Saint Saviour, Southwark, Bill [1.1.]— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment; the said 
Amendment considered, and agreed to 280 
Bideford and Clovelly Railway Bill [n. L ae from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments 280 
Yeovil Corporation Bill [11.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 280 
Sheffield District Railway Bill—Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock 
Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Five Lords 
uppointed a Select Committee on the Middlesex County Council Bill 
and other Bills do form the Select Committee for the consideration of 
the Sheffield District Railway Bill and the Lincoln and East Coast 
Railway and Dock Bill; read, and agreed to; all Petitions referred to 
the Committee, with leave to the Petitioners praying to be heard by 
Counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also Counsel for the 
Bills . 280 


Dublin Southern District Tramways nigel ania from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments ; ve ee wae 
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Trape Reports, 1898—(1) Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports on Trade and Finance—No. 2147, United States (Boston) ; 
No. 2148, Japan (North Formosa); No. 2149, Japan (Tainan) ; . 
2150, China (Kiungehow) ; No. 2151, France (New Caledonia). (2) Mis- 
cellaneous Series: Reports on Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest—No, 469, Turkey (Sponge Fisheries at 'Tripoli) 


Intanp Transit or CartLe—(1) Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon 
the Inland Transit of Cattle ; with Minute appointing the Committee. 
(2) Minutes of Evidence ; with Appendices and Index ; Presented [by 
Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PiroraGe—Abstract of Returns relating to Pilots and Pilotage in the United 
Kingdom (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 290 of Session 
1897) (as furnished by the various Pilotage Authorities), for the year 
ended 31st December, 1897; laid before the House [pursuant to Act], 
and ordered to lie on the Table en ae rea : 


PETITION. 


IntoxicatinG Liguors—Against the sale of, on Sundays; of Inhabitants 
of Sutton ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... 


BILLS ADVANCED. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—Read first time; to 


be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 146] 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Read first time ; to 
be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 147]... aX 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill—Read first time ; to 
be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 148]... 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read first time ; to 
be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 149] 

Electric Lighting Provisional Order — = Bill hoi L i To be read 


second time ou Monday next 


Commons Regulation (Runcorn) Provisional Order Bill—Read third time 
(according to order), and passed a = 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill— Read third time 


(according to order), with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill — Read third time 
(according to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons 

Elinburgh Improvement Provisional Order Bill—Read third time (accord- 
ing to order), and passed mea oa =e aise =e 

Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s ee Bill [1.1 saa of the 
Day for the Second Reading read . ove : ‘e ae 
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DEBATE :— 
Lord Stratheona’ and Lord James of Hereford 
Mount Royal.. 283 Viscount Halifax 
The Lord Chancellor Viscount Esher “ 
(The Earlof Halsbury) 286 Viscount Knutsford... 
Lord Strathcona and The Earl of Kimberley 


Mount Royal... oo. 288 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Contents 129 ; Not-Contents 46. 


Bill read the second time a and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House 


Post Office (Local Authority Guarantee) Bill—Read second time (accord- 
ing to order); and committed to a Committee of the whole House on 
Moiday next 


Ex-officio Justices of the Peace amendee Bill—Read third time hapa 


ing to order), and passed 


Poor Law (Scotland) Bill—House in Committee (according to order); Bill 
reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee 


Vigors’ Divorce Bill [1u.1.]—Amendment reported (according to order), and 
Bill to be read the third time on Monday next was “a eee 
Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—Read second time (according to 


order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday 
next ... 


Solicitors Bill [1.1.]—Read second time (according to order), and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next ove ve 


Greenwich Hospital Bill—Read second time (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next 

Union of Benefices Bill—To be read second time on Monday next. (The 
Lord Privy Seal [Viscount Cross]) ee ee me ms 


House adjourned at 5.15. 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, 81ru JULY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(Standing Orders not previously inquired into complied with). —Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have 
been complied with, namely—Manchester Carriage and Tramways 


Company Bill [u.1.] ; Saint Marylebone Churches Bill (u. sd Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time ; tee 
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(Standing Orders not previously inquired into not complied with).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, 
originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have not been complied with, namely—Neweastle- -upon-Tyne 
Corporation Bill [u.L,]; Ordered, That the yet be referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders ove é . o .. 310 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


(Standing Orders applicable thereto complied with.)—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, namely—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [1.1.] ; Ordered, That the 
Bill be read a second time upon Monday next... 310 


Great Eastern Railway Company and Midland and Great Northern 
Railways Joint Committee Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... eee ose ove coe wes sv ove oe SII 


Great Eastern Railway aes Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to - . ee is ese 


Dundee Corporation ers Bill a L. _—— amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ... Mies ae <o ole 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed ... ee aes ee roe || 


PETITIONS. 


Dogs Regulation Bill— Against: From London (2), Bri ns West 
Wycombe, and Crewe : to lie upon the Table... ee 311 


East Inpia (ContaGiovus DisEasEs)—Against State si nian From 
Bristol and Whitby ; to lie upon the Table eee ee eee -- 311 


Grocers’ Licences erie presi scum From Kirkealdy : to lie upon 
the Table... ; oes ans eee w. §=3ll 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—In favour: From lai 2) 5 to lie upon the 
Table no Kee nee . = om oe Sl 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—In favour: 
From Dysart ; to lie upon the Table eve 312 


Midwives Registration Bill—In favour: From Gravesend; to lie upon 
the Table... eee eee ove va ove ooo 6a 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Dosthill 
and Bradford ; to lie upon the Table wai is awe “oo «Ole 
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InLAND Transit oF CatTLeE (DEPARTMENTAL ComMiTTEE)—Copy pre- 
sented of Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the Inland Transit 
of Cattle, with Copy of the Minute appointing the Committee [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented of Minutes of 
Evidence taken before the Departmental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the Inland Transit 
of Cattle, with —_— and Index [by oe to lie upon the 
Table wae , aoe so ‘ ne sas one 


PiLotaGE—Copy presented of Abstract of Returns relating to Pilots and 
Pilotage in the United Kingdom (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 290 of Session 1897) as furnished by the various Pilotage 
Authorities [by iin to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 284] ... : nee wee ove wii oe nS ie 


Prisons (IrELAND)—Copy presented of Twentieth Report of the General 
Prisons Board (Ireland) for 1897-8, with an ee ine [by innate 
to lie upon the Table “C : 


TravE Reports (ANNUAL eielaniditeniee presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2147 to 2151 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table eee see ees was ove 


Crave Rerorts (MiscELLANEovus Series)—Copy presented of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 469 [hy ne 
to lie upon the Table eee eve nie ‘ eee 


Navy anp Marrnes—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 24th May ; 
Sir John Colomh]; to lie upon the Table 


Loss or Lire ar SE A—Copy ordered “ of Return of Loss of Life at Sea for 
the year 1897 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper C. 8537).”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) Copy ee eer ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 285] .. _ m sie soe ves one 


SELECTION (StanpinG CommitTtEEs)—Mr. Wuarrton reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure : Mr. Beach, and had appointed in substitution 


Mr. Nicol. Report to lie upon the Table nis ees ove eee 
Midland Railway (West Riding Lines) Bill |1.1.]—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed see . 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing 
Committee on Law, ete. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 286.] Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 
286.] Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee, to be taken into 
consideration upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 296] eee 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


Aliens Bill [u.1.]—Read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 297] eee eve oes 


Lunacy Bill [1.1.]—Read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 18th July, and to be printed. [Bill 298] ene oe vee 
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“That _a sum, not exceeding £38,660, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
criminal prosecutions aad other law charges in Ireland.” 
Motion made, and Question put— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100 in respect of the salary of 
the Attorney General for Ireland.”—( Mr. John Redmond.) 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. J. Redmond (Water- Mr. Atkinson... ee .. 383 
ford) 367 
Mr. J. H. M. Campbell... 373 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill ~~ oe 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill Mr. Atkinson... ove ... 388 
(Tyrone, N.) .. 377 Mr. J. L. Clancy (Dublin 
Mr. Power (it "aterford, County, N.) eas o- 200 
E.) 380 Mr. Atkinson... os ... 393 
The Attorney General for Mr. J. Redmond sie -. 393 
Ireland (Mr. J. Athin- Mr. Clancy ... — . 394 
son, Londonderry, N.) 381 [The Chairman] _ ... «. 304 
Mr. J. Redmond .. 383 Mr. Gibson Bowles ... .. 396 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 46; Noes 127. (Division List No. 196.) 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Motion made, and Question put— 


‘“fThat Item B (Crown Solicitors) be reduced by £600 in respect ‘of the 
salary of the Crown Solicitor for Mayo.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Page 


DIscussIon :-— 


Mr. Dillon ear w+ SF Mr. Johnston eanegie S. aby 416 


Mr. Atkinson ... «oe i Mr. Dillon... . 416 
Mr. Swift MacNeill... 402 Mr. Atkinson... ves woe 417 
Mr. Athinson ... .- 402 Mr. Davitt... we» 417 
Mr. Dillon ie we $403 Mr. Gerald Balfour... oo 418 
Mr. Athinson ... .. 403 Mr. Dillon... es ~~ 
Mr. Swift MacNeill... 403 Mr. Atkinson.. ose w» 418 
Mr. Doogan( Tyrone, E.) 408 [ The Chairman] oe 418 
Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) 409 Mr. T. P. O Connor (Liver. 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, pool, Scotland)... 419 
Soy. ves ae ss 409 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ee 422 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 411 Mr. Dillon... a. 425 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 413 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill ose 427 
Mr. Flynn eee .. «6413 Mr. T. P. O’ Connor.. --- 429 
Mr, Davitt we oe “414 Mr. Arnold-Forster ... o» §=6431 
Mr. Dillon ee .. 414 Mr. T. P. O’Connor.. : 431 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 54; Noes 107. (Division List No. 197. ) 


Discussion continued :— 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, —s 433 Mr. Atkinson... oe w. §=6484 


[ The Chairman] we = 433 Mr. Flynn... eee we 435 
Mr. Flavin ets ww. «6434 Mr. Davitt... we 435 
[ The Chairman] ww» §=434 Mr. Swift Mac Neill... w. 436 
Mr. Flynn ie we «484 Mr. Atkinson.. an w. 436 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


On the Vote of £69,929, to complete the sum for Supreme Court of 
Judicature and other Legal Departments in Ireland— 

Discussion :-— 
Mr. Dillon si ccm, SOU Mr. Davitt... . w. «©4389 


Mr. Atkinson ... ... 438 Mr. T. P. O’ ilies, wos , 439 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote for Salaries and Expenses of the Irish Land Commission— 
Mr. Dillon [Motion to report Progress] ae ves xe ..- 440 
Resolutions to be reported ; Committee report progress. 


House adjourned at 12. 





LORDS: MONDAY, lira JULY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
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have been complied with :—Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5); London County Council (Money). Also the Certificates 
that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bills :— 
Military Lands Provisional Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9); and also the Certificate that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bill have not been complied with :—Fish- 
guard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours. The same were ordered to 
lieon the Table’... ose eee eee eee eee ove w- 441 


Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill—Committee to meet To-morrow 441 


Great Western sanittiead aaa eames Bill—Committee t« meet To- 
morrow wa wee ws eae ome -. 442 


Southampton Gas Bill—Committee to meet on Thursday next... wo. 442 
Maldon Water Bill—Committee to meet’on Thursday next... a a 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill—Committee to meet on Thursday next 442 


Liverpool Corporation Bill—Committee to meet on Friday next ... — £2 
Bideford and Clovelly giana Bill (a. L.. ened Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to eee ove woe «442 
Ilford Improvement Bill—Commons’ consequential Amendment to Lords’ 
Amendments considered and agreed to... ove ove coe =, eee | 442 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—-Examiner’s 
Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next ... xa) oe oo. 442 
Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill—Reported with Amendments w. 442 
Matlock Urban District Council ssa pil from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments ... me 442 


Glasgow Corporation (Sewage, Etc.) eh thie 4 from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the considera- 
tion of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table; the Orders made on the 28th 
of June and the Ist of July last discharged ; and Bill committed w. 442 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Moved, That the Order made on the 8th day 
of March, 1898, “'Chat no private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 28th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be read the second 
time; Agreed to ; Bill read the second time accordingly, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... we =443 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill [1.1. amen the third sere and Tp, 


and sent to the Commons ... 443 


Sheffield Corporation Bill—Read the third time, with the agente and 
pe ssed, and returned to the Commons os aoe oes es 443 


Plymouth Corporation Bill—tiead the third time, with the nein ; 
further Amerdments made ; Bil! passed, and returned to the Commons 4438 


Tunchapel Wharves and Warehouses Bill—Read the third a with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons.. ue .- 433 
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Crystal Palace Company Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons ... won wee oe wee os ae we ©6448 


Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 


Read the third time, and referred to the Examiners aa wee «6444 
St. Helen’s Corporation Bill—Briought from the Commons; Read the first 
time, and referred to the Wseniinets iss er ; 444 


Great Eastern Railway Company and Midland and Great Northern 
Railways Joint Committee Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to... sei Pon ace se 444 


Great Eastern Railway (Pensions) Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to ... ne ae ane 444 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Prisons (IrELAND)—Twentieth Report of the General Prisons Board, 
Ireland, 1897-98 _... ae = bale ore ne ee 444 


TravE Reports, 1898—Annual Series : Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance: No. 2152, United States (California) ; No. 
2153, Tripoli (Bengazi) ; No. 2154, Denmark (Finances of, 1896-99) ; 
No. 2155, Belgium (Trade of, January-May, 1898). Presented (by 
command), and ordered to lie onthe Table a aN ee 


444 


PotiinG Districts (MrppLesex)—Order made by the County Council of 
Middlesex altering the boundaries of the Parlianientary polling districts 
in the parish of Finchley, in the Hornsey Parliamentary Division ; Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 445 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


National Monuments in Churches Bill sete L ——e be read the second time 
on Thursday next ... ; =e a wee 445 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill—House in Committee (according 
to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 


negatived, and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow bah we «445 
Military Lands Provisional Orders Confirmation si 2) Bill [u.1. er 

the second time (according to order) ae 445 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order vill mis Bill (x. a Jat the second 

time (according to order) . 445 


Vigors’ Divorce Bill fai tea the third time (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ... Se aa ew mae wee 445 


Army (Directror-GENERAL OF Mitirary Epucation)—Moved— 


“That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty for Papers 
relating to the post of Director General of Military Education.” 


DEBATE :— 
Lord Monkswell w. 446 The Secretary of State for 
War (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne) we ww. §=451 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill—House in Committee (according to order): 
Bill reported without Amendment ; and recommitted to the Standing 


Committee ... ove vee aes eee wee wee ‘ wee §=-458 
Post Office (Local ened prenatal Bill—House in Committee (aca 
ing to order)... ce : are er we §=4538 


Amendments proposed— 


**After the word ‘in’in line 9, clause 1, toadd the words ‘ or for the 
purposes of.’” 


“ At end of clause 3 to add ‘that the Acts be cited with the Post Office 
Acts, 1837 to 1897.’"—(Lord Monkswell)  ,,, aes =e! , 454 


Amendments agreed to; Standing Committee silat, and Bill 
reported, with Amendments, to the House. 


Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee oes aes re sia a nie . 454 


Solicitors’ Bill [1.1.]—House in Committee (according to order): Bill 
reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee ae ia oat — ieee ors waka ole -. 454 


Greenwich Hospital Bill—House in Committee (according to order) ; Bill 
reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee vee wes a ae es rer Bie aes -- 454 


Union of Benefices Bill—Order for the Second Reading read sae ves 404 
DEBATE :— 
The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross)... oe ane w. «454 
Question put. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 
~~ 
House adjourned at 5.5. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, Ilrn JULY 1898. 


New Writ—A new writ to issue for the election of a Member of Parlia- 
ment to serve for the Western Division of County. Down in the room of 
Lord Arthur W. Hill, resigned... wae es a we ccs Ao 


Or 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(Standing Orders not previously inquired into complied with) ; Mr. Srraker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the foilowing Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have 
been complied with, viz—Seaham Harbour Bill [u.1.J—Ordered, That 
the Bill be read a second time wae es me ae wes w. 406 
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(No Stinding Orders not previously inquired into applicable) ; Mr. SpEaKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and selerved on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into are applicé able, viz.—North British ‘Railway 
Bill [u.1.J— —Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Provisional Order Bills [1.1.]—(Standing Orders applicable thereto com- 
plied with); Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz :—Education Department Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London) Bill [u.L.], Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [u.1.], Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.], Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [i Les Ordered, That the Bills 
he read a second time To-morrow ... 





. oe 


Cranbrook District Water Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed 


to evo eee eee eee eee eee ove er 


Crawley and District Water Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... eee oe eee ~ 


to ° eee eee 


East Ham pe Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed 


eee eee 


Wishaw Water Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ea 

Liskeard Corporation (Water) Bill [1.1.J—Prince of Wales’s Consent, as 
Duke of Cornwall, yaaniie Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments 


eee eee eee 


Aberdeen Corporation rn Bill i i. oa s Amended ; to be con- 
sidered To-morrow ae 


Bacup Corporation Water Bill (a. es As wena considered ; to be read 


the third time = ‘ an ae mt Kio 
Buenos Ayres Northern ee Bill as me ian “eS considered ; 
to be read the third time 


Dover Harbour Bill ~ —- amended, considered ; 


to be read the third 
tiMG: «.. 


oe eee eee eee eee eee 


London, Chatham and Dover Railway Bill er s amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time... 


St. Helen’s Corporation Bill—As amended, considered ; Ordered, That 
Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
read the third time. —(Dr. Farquharson); Bill accordingly read the 
third time, and passed 


Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Bill—Ordered, That, in the case 
of the Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Bill, Standing Orders, 
84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken into 
consideration, provided amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited.—( Dr. Farquharson) ; Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly ; Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time.—(Dr. Farquharson) ; 
(Queen’s Consent signified); Bill accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 
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Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [u. LJ} Read a second time, and 
committed ... Se mek = a8 
Rochdale Corporation ¥ Water Bill me L}-Re a second time, and com- 
mitted ee “ . oa wor w-- §=458 
Todmorden Corporation Water Bill (u. L. Jen’: a second wee and com- 
mitted , ° ee , . 458 
Electric Lighting aaa Orders ingen ~ Bill ic ‘ J—Reat a second 
time, and committed 458 
PETITIONS. 
Dogs’ Regulation Bill—Against: From Camberwell, Tooting Graveney, 
and Richmond ; to lie upon the Table’... ee kiss meee we §=458 
East Inpia (Contagious DisEasEs)—From Reigate, against State Regu- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table wae ee es ies cee woe «459 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—From Perth, for alteration ; to lieupon the Table 459 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—From Hamsteels, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table Hee soe ave Ke oe BE we. 459 


Vaccination Bill—From Gateshead, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table... 459% 


Vexatious Actions a Bill—F rom Kinghorn, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table... au oes eee = a wee 459 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Civit Service (CanpipatEes)—Return [presented 7th sie to be printed. 
[No. 287] ... am i one vive sis w: is we §=459 


Navy anp Marines—Return [presented 8th July] to be printed. [No. 
ee me: ac ome! ae at ak! aoe ae ae 


PotiinG Districts (MippLesex)—Copy presented of Order made by the 
County Council of Middlesex, altering the boundaries of the 
Parliamentary Polling Districts in the Parish of Finchley, in the 
Hornsey Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table  ... 459 


Loca, Taxation Returns (EnGLanp)—Copy presented of the Annual 
Local Taxation Returns for the year 1896-7, Part V. (Accounts of 
Commissioners of Sewers, ete.) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 289]... on ene wt an -» 460 


Port Royat (Dockyarp anv HospiraL)—Return presented relative 
thereto [ordered 18th March ; Lord Charles Ber pains Ad to lie upon the 
Table oan ie sae Pee . as ..- 460 


TravE Rerorts (ANNUAL — presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2152 to 2155 [by nas : 
to lie upon the Table ae : ae : ee 460 
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Local Government (Ireland) Bill—( Proposed amended Schedule VI.) ; Copy 
ordered ‘of Draft of the Sixth Schedule to the Local Government (Ire- 
land) Bill as proposed to be amended, on Consideration of the Bill, as 
aumended.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour); Copy presented accordingly ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 292] ee weve ..» 460 


BiLLS ADVANCED. 


Walker’s Estate Bill [u.1.]—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ; Bill to be read the third time --- 460 


London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill [1.1.]—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 461 


London and North Western Railway Bill [1.1.]—Re — with Amend- 
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Norwood); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Timotny Leary’s Hotpinc—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


PENALTIES ON GOVERNMENT ContTracts—Questions, Mr. H. Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs), Mr. Allan: (Gateshead), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis); Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. W. E. 
Macartney, Antrim, S.) a Ses oie a 


Lorp CHANCELLOR’s PAatrronaGeE—-Question, Mr. 8S. Gedge (Walsall) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) ... ene Pre a er 


Otp AGE PENsIONS—Questions, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield), 
Mr. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) and Commander Bethell (Yorks, 
Holderness) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... : Sis a ea es 


eee 


Inp1iAN Exrenpircre Commisston—Question, Mr. H. Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) er ‘ ; “a pee 


Ucanpa—Question, Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) wets os 


SuGcar Bounty ConreErENCE—Questions, Colonel Sir H. Vincent (Sheftheld, 
Central) and General Russell (Cheltenham); Answers, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport) ae a as ae ; 


SaLe oF Potsons 1x BELFAstT—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
and Sir J. Haslett (Belfast, N.); Answers, The Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


County Monacuan Crss—Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan,  S.); 
Answers, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 

ALLEGED Fatality rrom Vaccrnatron—Questions, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) and Mr. Steadman (Téwer Hamlets, Stepney) ; 
Answer, ‘The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. H. 
Chaplin, Lincotnshire, Sleaford) 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Further proceedings, on consideration, 
as amended ... “oe eee ee as ae we 


Another clause— 


“The guardians, with the consent of the Local Government Board, may 
make regulations for—(a) the conversion of workhouse hospitals into dis- 
trict hospitals, and (b) the transfer of the duties and powers of the 
guardians as regards such hospitals and the administrative control thereof 
to a committee of hospital governors appointed by the guardians, consisting 
wholly or partly of members of their own body, and ‘c) the payment and 
accommodation under which private patients may be admitted. 
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‘* The guardians, acting through the said committee and subject to the 
regulations of the Local Government Board, shail properly manage and 
maintain such district hospitals, and may appoint and remove officers, and 
regulate expenditure, and may receive and apply for the benefit of such dis- 
trict hospitals any endowments or subscriptions given by private persons 
for such purposes. 


** Subject to the general control of the guardians i in respect of all moneys 
provided out of rates, the acts of the committee shall not require confirma- 
tion by the guardians.”—(Sir J. Colomb.) 


Discussion :— 


Sir J. Colomb (Great Mr. Daly abetasabitid S.) - 494 
Vi - ‘mouth i 490 Mr. Flynn... .. 496 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, Mr. Daly od ... 496 
IN. : 490 Mr, Flavin (Kerry, XN. ) soe 400 
The hief Seeretary pa Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ... 499 
the Lord Lieutenant of Mr. Gerald Balfour... «<s 6OO 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Mr. Flavin... ne: OR 
Balfour, Leeds, Cen- Mr. Gerald Balfour.. “oe ~OOR 
trak), sa Osi «a 490 Mr. Pinkerton (Galw ey) ve | OUl 
Mr. Jordan es Mr. T. M. Healy are ss B08 
S.) ee 490 Mr. Pinkerton 502 
Mr. Murnaghan ( T 'yrone, Mr. ~~ TTe Hemphill (Ty- y- 
Mid) ... ; 491 rone, VN.) . 502 


Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, 
i re ms we §=494 
Question put— 
‘* That this clause be read a second time” laa som ve “oe SUS 
The House divided :—Ayes 207; Noes 77. (Division List No. 198.) 
Amendment proposed to the proposed clause— 
** Line 4, to leave out from the word ‘ hospital’ to the end of the clause.” 


—(Mr. Dali.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Daly Sei cae “OOS Mr. iy eis 508 
Mr. Jordan — ose DOT Mr. M. Healy (Louth, N. ") 508 
Sir J. Colomb ... ... 508 [ Mr. ‘ie aker | A 508 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In line 4, after ‘and’ to insert ‘ may take over existing or make pro- 


vision for future small local hospitals in populous districts and villages.” 
(Sir R. Penrose Fitzgerald.) 


Discussion :— 


Sir R. Penrose Fitzgerald Mr. Gerald Balfour... a, a 
(Cambridge) ... ... 509 [Mr. Speaker] ane so =OLO 


Amendment ruled out of order. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, leave out sub-section (b) of the proposed clause.”—(Mr. 
Pinkerton.) 
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DIscuUssION :— 


Mr. Pinkerton ... voce | GLU Mr. Pinkerton 
Sir J. Colomb ... sce, EE 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To insert at the end of the clause the words ‘ the guardians shal] have 
power to dissolve the committee at any time on giving six months’ notice, 
but such dissolution shall not invalidate any act done by the committee 
before the dissolution.”—( Sir J. Coloimb.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mr. Dillon... 
Mid) ek 511 


Proposed clause amended— 


‘Line 8, by leaving out the words ‘consisting wholly or partly of mem- 
bers of their own body,’ and inserting the words ‘of whom two-thirds at 
least shall be members of the board,’ and by adding at the end thereof the 
words ‘the guardians shall have power to dissolve the committee at any 
time on giving six months’ notice of their intention so to do, but such dis- 
solution shall not invalidate any act done by the committee before dis- 
solution.’”’—(Sir J. Colomb) on tee 


Clause, as amended, added. 
>] 


Another clause— 


** Where, by virtue of an order respecting the constitution of an urban 
county district, whether by the constitution of a new or the extension of 
the boundaries of an old urban county district, any agricultural land ina 
rural district becomes included within the boundaries of the said urbati dis- 
trict, such portion of the agricultural grant payable to the council of the 
county comprising the district as is proportionate to the rateable value in 
the standard financial year of that agricultural land, shall be applied by the 
county council in manner directed by the said order for the relief of the said 
land from rates, whether by the payment thereof to the council of the urban 
district in exchange for an adequate exemption from rates or otherwise. 
This section shall apply toa county borough in like manner as to an urban 
county district, but in that case the said portion of the agricultural grant 
shall be paid direct to the council of the county borough. instead of to the 
council of the county at large.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


DIscuUSssION :-— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 511 [.Wr. Speaker ] 

Mr. Dillon : 513 Mr. 7. M. Healy ; edt 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 514 Mr, Arnold-Forster (Belfast, 
Mr. Dillon ma 514 WY ..) aw bas me 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 515 Mr. Dillon... mere 

Mr. Dillon é 51S Mr. Arnold-Forsier ... 

Mr. Athinson S17 Mr. Athinson... 

Mr. Dillon 918 Mr. Pinkerton 


Mr. Athinson ... ~- see [ Vr. Speaker |] 
Mr. T. M. Healy se oe 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 
* Page 32, after clause 51, insert the following clause— 


‘*(1) A general revaluation of rateable hereditaments under the 
Valuation Acts may be made, as respects a county borough, on the appli- 
cation of the council, and the council so applying shall pay such portion, 
not exceeding one-half. of the costs of the revaluation as the Treasury 
direct, and upon any such general revaluation the land in the borough shall 
be valued in the manner directed by section 11 of the Valuation (Ireland) 
Act, 1852, with respect to houses and buildings. 
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**(2) Where part of a union is within and part without any county 
borough in respect of which a revaluation is made under this section, the 
total amount to be raised for union charges in that union shall be appor- 
tioned between each such part of the union in proportion to the rateable 
value of each part at the date when the revaluation under this section took 
place : Provided that after the expiration of five years from that date, if no 
general revision has meantime been made, the commissioner of yaluation, 
if satisfied by the council of the borough or the guardians representing the 
electoral divisions of the unions situated outside the borough, or a majority 
of them, that the apportionment has become inequitable by reason of subse- 
quent chinges in the value of any hereditaments in the union, may revise 
the proportion in which the union charges are to be apportioned. This 
enactment shall apply to the police district of the Dublin metropolis and to 
the Dublin bridge area as if it was a union, but with the substitution of the 
county council of the county of Dublin with respect to the appeal for the 
said guardians. 


**(3) In this section the expression ‘ general revaluation’ means a 
general revision under section 34 of the Valuation (Ireland) Act, 1852.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 522 Mr. Clancy 
Mr. T. M. Healy »> 829 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘** Page 37, after clause 59, insert the following clause— 


**(1) Notwithstanding anything in the Act of the Parliament of Ireland 
of the 26th year of the reign of King George the Third, chapter 57, iatituled 
an Act for regulating the stage in the city and county of Dublin, the Lord 
Lieutenant may, on the application of the council for the county of Dublin 
or the county borough of Dublin, grant an occasional licence for the perform- 
ance of any staxe play or other dramatic entertainment in any theatre, 
room, or building where the prctits arising therefrom are to be applied for 
some charitable purpose or in aid of the funds of any society instituted for 
the purpose of science, literature, or the fine a:ts exclusively. 


“(2) The licence may contain such conditions and regulations as appear 


fit to the Lo:d Lieutenant, and may be revoked by him.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Plunkett... .. 523 Mr. T. M. Healy... a 
Mr. Clancy aoe ws O20 Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘Line 5 of the proposed clause, after the words ‘county in Dublin,’ to 
insert the words ‘or the urban district of the county of Dublin.’”"—(Vr. 
Plunkett. ) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘*The council of any administrative county may recommend the editing, 
translating, printing, or publishing any manuscripts relating to the county, 
and thereupon it shall be lawful for the Royal Irish Academy to undertake the 
same, and the expenses thereof may be defrayed out of the Irish Church 
Fund under rules to be made by the Treasury.”—(Mr, T. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy oe 524 Mr. Lecky (Dublin Univer- 


dir. Gerald Balfour... 526 sity)... eee 7 oe 6S 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 526 Mr. Clancy... me owe ODL 
Mr. Vesey Knox cn. ae Mr. Gerald Balfour... + S88 
Sir T. Esmonde oe 529 Mr. T. M. Healy... - 683 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 
“Tt shall be lawful for a county council or a district council from time to 
time to authorise the laying or removal of any pipe, aqueduct, or wire under 
or over any public road within its jurisdiction, subject to such conditions for 


the protection of telegraphs as the Postmaster General may by law impose.” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


DIscussIOoN :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy sas, eee Mr. T. M. Healy... sas’ GB4 
Mr. Atkinson ... ws Gad 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 
‘“‘No proceeding, civil or criminal, shall lie against a member of any 
body purporting to act under the authority of this Act, unless such proceed- 
ing could be taken against a member of the governing body of any town in 


Ireland under the Acts regulating corporations or town commissioners.”— 
(Mr. 7. ‘ealy.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. 7. M. Healy ww. §=Od4 Mr, Atkinson... es ww. =Odd 
Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


[ Mr. Speaker] (Rulings) 534 


. 


DIscussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy wo. 930 Mr. Clancy... sie «. 536 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 535 Mr. Gerald Balfour... cas. OE 
[Mr. Speaker] ... a. 530 Mr. Clancy... wae oss SOF 
Mr. Vesey Knox -- ooo [ Mr. Speaker] aos we = O3T 
[Mr. Speaker] ... w. 536 
Sir R. Penrose Fitzgerald 

(Cambridge) ... .. 536 


Another clause— 


‘“‘ After the year 1898 list of Parliamentary electors in Ireland and the 
local government supplement thereto, and the Parliamentary register of 
electors, and the local government register of electors, shall in each electoral 
division or part thereof be made out according to streets where streets 
exist, and elsewhere shall be made out according to townlands ; the names 
of electors in each townland agen arranged in alphabetical order, and all 
precepts and forms contained in and used under the Registration Acts and 


and Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898, shall be modified and adapted accord- 
ingly,”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy wee «=O3T7 Mr. T. M. Healy... w- =538 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 537 Mr. T. M. Healy... so. Oe 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


[Mr. Speaker] (Ruling ton _— “— eve “es w. 538 


Another clause— 


“ The council of any county borough may, if they think fit, appoint two 
municipal assessors, on or before the 3lst day of January in each year, 
to execute for that year, in lieu of the town clerk, all powers and duties in 
relation to the registration of electors and to jurors’ list, and such duties in 
relation to the collection of rates as the Town Clerk may assign to them, 
ond a for such assessors each councillor shall have only one vote.” 

Mam?r. NOX.) 


DIscussION :— 


Mr. Vesey Knox --. 538 Mr. Atkinson ... cee .. «=O41 
Mr. Athinson ... w. 40 Mr. Vesey Knox ov ww. O41 
Mr. Vesey Knox «e- 540 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
[ Mr. Speaker] (Ruling) aes oes wie aa ae .. 541 


Another clause— 


“* Notwithstanding anything in the eleventh section of the Dispensary 
Houses (Ireland) Act, 1879, a lease to a board of guardians made thereunder 
may be for any term which the owner has power to grant, not being less 
than 60 years.”—/(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy .. «O41 Mr. 7. M. Healy... .. 541 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 541 


An Amendment proposed, and agreed to. 


The clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


‘“Where the undertaking of a tramway company becomes, or has 
become, the property of a county council, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) Act, 1883, or any 
Order in Council issued thereunder, the council may enter into an arrange- 
ment with any railway or tramway company, with any of whose railways 
or tramways the said undertaking is connected, for the working of the 
es upon such terms as may be agreed upon.”—(Mr. 7. M. 

ealy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy owe O42 Mr. Vesey Knox co w. =543 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 542 Mr, Atkinson... eke .. 548 
Mr. T. M. Healy oe §=5438 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 4, after the word ‘may,’ insert ‘with the approval of the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bill 
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Other clauses— 


“That the urban district council of Newry, at any time within six 
months from its first meeting, shall have the right to elect whether the 
area within the jurisdiction of the said council shall be declared to be 
in the county of Armagh or of Down, and the local Government Board 
shall have power to so declare it, and shall so declare it if required to do so 
by the said council. 


“The urban district council of Newry shall not be liable to contribute to 
the salaries or expenses of the county secretary, county surveyor, or 
assistant county surveyor of the counties of Down or Armagh, or to the 
expenses of the revision of the lists of electors of said counties outside of 
said urban district.”—(.Wr. Carviill.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Carvill aos w. «Odd Mr. Carvill ... 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 545 Mr. T. M. Healy 


Motion that the clauses be read a second time negatived. 


Another clause— 


** Nothing in this Act shall prevent any high constab!e and collector, or 
collector of a barony or district, from collecting in like manner as if 
this Act had not passed any county cess comprised in any warrant held 
by him prior to the next spring assizes, whether he had lodged the amount 
thereof to credit of the county treasurer or not, and for the purpose of such 
collection such warrants shall remain in full force and effect for the period 
of two years from the date of their issue, and notwithstanding any 
provision to the contrary in any existinz Act of Parliament contained, such 
high constable and collec:or or collector of a barony or district Saall, by 
virtue of such warrant, be entitled to enforce within the period aforesaid 
the collection of all county cess included therein by distress or other legal 
process, except such portion as may be dealt with as irrecoverable or 
uncollectable under the provisions of the next succeeding paragraph of this 
section. 


‘* Provided that if such constable or collector alleges that any portion of 
the said cess not recovered by him is at the appointed day irrecoverable, or 
from sufficient cause uncollectable, and that if this Acthad not passed he 
would have been relieved by the grand jury from paying that portion, or 
that such portion, if paid in by him, would have been presented to him by 
the grand jury, he may apply to the county council to relieve him from so 
paying that portion, or if he had paid it to the county treasurer, to repay 
him the sum paid; and the county council, if it seems, having regard to 
the diligence used by the high constable or collector, and to the poundage 
he received in respect to the collection and to all the circumstances of the 
case, equitable to grant the application in whole or in part, may so grant 
the application, and pay the necessary sum as part of their expenses in the 
execution of this Act. 


‘*Provided always, in the event of the refusal of such application by 
the county council, the high constable and collector, or collector of a 
barony or district, may appeal from such refusal to the Local Government 
Board, who shall entertain the subject matter of such appeal, and make 
such order thereon as to them seems just. 


‘Provided nothing in this section shall affect the right of the county 
council to recover such uncollected cess, or so much thereof as they shall 
deem fit, and all provisions in any existing Acts of Parliament applicable to 
recovery of such cess by grand juries shall apply to the county councils 
under this Act.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Discussion -— 


Sir J. Colomb ... soe EE [ Mr. Speaker | 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 547 


Clause postponed. 


Another clause— 


** Any contract in writing which, if made by private persons, would not 
by law be required to be made under seal, may, if made by a county or 
district council, be made under the hand of any two councillors acting by 
the direction, and on behalf of, the council.”—(/r. 7, M. Healy.) 
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DiscussIon :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ae ee Mr. Vesey Knox aay . =000 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 548 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 


Mr. T. M. Healy a one Mid) os “ae cee Ok 
Mr. Athinson ... we. = 48 Mr. Jordan... “se Gon 
Mr. T. M. Healy ose O40 Mr. Gerald Balfour. sos =OOR 
Mr. Atkinson... 349 Mr. T. M. Healy we oe 6 
Mr. Serjeant He mphill... 549 Mr. Atkinson... aie <. OOS 


Amendment proposed— 


“To insert in line 3, after the words ‘district council, ‘and the subject 
matter thereof do not exceed £50 in value.”— (Ur. Gerald Balfour) 553 


eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“*The charge for auditing the accounts of a county council in any year 


shall not exceed the sum of £100."—(Mr. 7. M. Healy De une < Goo 


Agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 1, line 14, to leave out from ‘county’ to end of line 21.”"—(Mr. 


Gerald Balfour) ons ees so esse bese awe ae “eo OU 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘** Page 2, line 3, to leave out ‘ by or’’ 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 4, to leave out ‘one councillor,’ and insert ‘two 
councillors.’ ”—( Vr. Plunkett. ) 


Discusston —_— 


Mr. Plunkett... << O00 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill .. 064 
Colone! Saunderson Mr. Butcher (York) ... ... 965 
(Armagh, N.) a. 6S Mr. Dillon... are ... 066 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 558 Mr. Butcher ... ... 066 
The First Lord of the Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) is | =6OOe 
Treasury une en, 000) [ Mr. Speaker ] soe SOQ 
Mr, Dillon — sos OOD Sir J. Colomb . 568 
The First Lord of the Mr. Lough (Islington, W is. 570 
Treasury _ som Od Mr. Rentoul (Down, £.)  ... 571 
Mr, Dillon ne «es O02 Mr. Plunkett . 1 Oe 
The First Lord of the Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E ") sow, pie 
Treasury sits wos 002 Colonel Saunderson ... 577 
Mr. Plunkett... 563 Lord E, Fitzmaurice (WV “lis, 
The First Lord of the Cricklade) .. om vce OA 
Treasury ae 563 
Question— 


“That the words ‘ one councillor’ stand part of the Bill” 
Put and agreed to. 
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Amendments proposed— 
“ Page 2, line 7, leave out ‘ provided also that the division,’ and insert 
‘ the county electoral divisions.’ ” 
‘- Page 2, line 14, after ‘ give’ insert ‘in a county electoral division. ’” 


‘‘ Page 2, line 31, at end insert ‘ the county council may choose from 
persons qualified to be councillors one or two persons who shall be 
additional councillors during the term of office of the council by whom the 
choice is made.’” 


* Page 2, line 33, leave out from ‘ councillors’ to ‘ and’ in line 35.” 
** Page 3, line 7, leave out ‘ of assize.’” 

‘ Page 3, line 10, after ‘ by’ insert ‘or in pursuance of.’” 
‘“‘ Page 3, line 15, leave out ‘a criminal character of.” 


* Pace 3, line 15, after ‘law’ insert ‘ relating to crime.’’ 


” 


** Page 3, line 16, leave out ‘of the grand jury. 
** Page 3, line 26, leave out from ‘ council’ to end of sub-section (2).” 


** Page 3, line 29, after the second ‘ the’ leave out ‘ to the injury’ in line 
30, and insert ‘ council for the county and the council for the district in or 
within one mile from the boundary of which county or district.’ 


‘Page 3, line 36, leave out from ‘and also’to ‘may’ in line 38, and 
insert ‘where the area off which the compensation awarded is to be 
levied is less than the whole county, the council for any county district 
comprising all or any part of that area.’” 


‘* Page 4, line 4, before ‘compensation’ insert ‘the.’” 
‘* Page 4, line 11, leave out ‘a proceeding’ and insert ‘ any proceedings.’ ” 
“* Page 4, line 13, leave out from ‘ regulate’ to ‘the’ in line 15.” 


“Page 4, line 15, after ‘ section,’ insert ‘including costs and the service 
of all preliminary notices and the time within which any proceedings are to 
be had or taken.’” 


** Page 4, line 18, after ‘ but’ insert ‘the time may be extended and.’” 


“Page 4, leave out from beginning cf line 22 to end of clause, and 
insert— 


‘*\8) Save so far as fees are taken by an existing clerk of the peace for 
his own use, court fees shall not be payable in any proceedings in the 
county court under this s-ction.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) > 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
* Page 4, line 25, at end add— 
**(9) The enactments mentioned in Part J. of the first schedule to this 
Act, and this section, shall extend to the whole of Ireland so far as they do 
not already so extend.’—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Vesey Knox (Londonderry)... Wie oie re we 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment. 
‘“‘ After the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words ‘as from the 3ist day of 
March, 1898.'’”—(Mr. Know.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 580 Mr. Dillon 


Question— 
‘* That those words be inserted in the proposed Amendments.’ 
Put and negatived. 


Words inserted in the Bili. 
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Amendment proposed— 
CLAUSE 8. 


‘“* Page 5, lines 9 and 10, leave out ‘enlargement or improvement.’” 


‘‘ Page 5, line 28, after the first ‘declaration,’ insert ‘ whether a general 
declaration or a declaration respecting a new road. 


* Page 5, line 35, after ‘ adopt,’ insert ‘ the.’” 


‘* Page 5, line 36, at end, insert ‘the declaration, unless suspended as here- 
inafter mentioned, shall come into operation at the date of its final adoption, 
or any later date specified in the declaration.’ ” 


“ Pige 6, line 10, leave out sub-section (8) and insert it after sub- secticn 
(9), at page 6, line 15.” 


‘* Page 6, line 10, leave out ‘mail’ and insert ‘ main.’” 


* Page 6, line 12, leave out ‘suspended declaration’ and insert ‘ declara- 
tion suspended while xn appeal is pending.’” 

‘* Page 6, line 16, after ‘ prevent’ insert ‘ the whole or.’” 

‘Page 6, line 17, leave out from ‘one-half of the’ to end of clause and 
insert ‘expenses of the maintenance of any road heretofore leviable wholly 
off the county at large, or of the expenses of the maintenance or construc- 
tion of any bridge from being levied offthe county at large,’ ” 


CLAUsE 9. 
“ Page 7, line 30, after ‘ may’ insert ‘except where the majority of the 
county councils represented on such joint committee so fail or refuse. ’ 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 7, line 36, at end, add ‘the powers conferred by this section on 
the Lord Lieutenant, or any of them, may be trarsferred to the Local 
Government Board at any time by order of the Lord L’eutenant in Council.’ ” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy . 581 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
* Page 7, line 36, at end, add— 


‘*(9) Where dangerous lunatics are committed to an asylum in a 
district to which, in the opinion of the committee, they are not .properly 
chargeable, the committee may apply to the Local Government Board in the 
prescribed manner for power to transfer them to some other asylum, and 
the Local Government Board, after due inquiry, may make or refuse a 
tran-fer order accordingly, which order shall be binding on all bodies and 
persons therein named. Rules shall be made by the Local Government Board 
to give effect to this section, and to regulate the mode and allocate the 
expense of any transfer. and to provide for repayments by one asylum com- 
mittee to another."—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


*‘ Dicusston :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy w» 582 «Sir J. Haslett (Belfast, N.) 

Mr. Atkinson ... .. «584 Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) 

Mr. Clancy ee .. O84 Sir. J. Haslett ae 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh) 585 Mr. T. M. Healy 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** At the end of the clause, to add— 


“That a contract for the supply of goods to, or doing any work for, a 
lunatic asylum shall not be. or be deemed to have been, « contract for the 
public service."—( Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


lxi 


Page 


582 


585 
586 
586 
587 





Ixii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


[July 11.] Page 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy «oe 687 Mr. Atkinson... es we 


[Mr. Speaker] ... we 587 Mr. T. M. Healy 


Amendment negatived. 
f=] 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 8, line 2, at end, insert ‘and in particular with the modification 
that the advertisements mentioned in sub-section 2 of the said section may 
be published in any month, and that the notice mentioned in the said sub- 
section shall be served in the next succeeding month.’”’—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) ... a ae ie 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 8, line 10, at end, add— 


**(3) Where a county council desire for the purpose of the work of 
widening an old road, or making a new road, to acquire otherwise than by 
agreement any land other than demesne land or pleasure ground or than 
land situate in a borough or town, they may, if they think fit, notwithstand- 
ing anything in the foregoing provisions of this section, proceed as follows, 
namely—(a) Publish such advertisement and serve such notice on the owner 
or reputed owner, lessee or reputed lessee, and occupier of the land as may 
be prescribed by the Local Government Board, and within the prescribed 
time petition the judge of assize for an order authorising the council to put 
into force with reference to such land the powers of the Land Clauses Acts 
with respect to the purchase and taking of land otherwise than by agree- 
ment; (b) the judge of assize, on due proof of the prescribed advertisements 
having been published and prescribed notices served, shall, unless there is 
an application as hereinafter mentioned, make an order in accordance with 
the prayer of the petition; (c) any person interested in the said land on 
whom the said notice is required as aforesaid to be served and who objects 
to the land being acquired by the county council, and any owner cr reputed 
owner, lessee or reputed lessee, or cccupier of any land who alleges that such 
land will be injuriously affected by the said work, and also any ratepayer in 
the county, may, within such time after the publication of the said notices 
as is fixed by rules of court, apply to the judge of assize to refuse the order 
upon the said petition, and the judge shall near such application, and de- 
termine all questions of law and fact arising thereon, and in particular the 
question whether the said work is of public utility and of such importance 
to the public as to justify the compulsory acquisition of the land; (d) any 
decision by the judge = the hearing of such application, whether making 
or refusing the order, shall be subject to appeal by any party to the pro- 
ceedings before the judge of assize to the Lord Lieutenant in Conncil within 
the time fixed by rules of court, and the appeal shall be heard by a com- 
mittee of the Privy Council consisting of such members thereof as are or 
have been judges of the Supreme Court, who shail advise the Lord Lieu- 
tenant thereon ; provided that, with the consent of the parties, the judge of 
assize may state a case for the opinion of the Court of Appeal on any 
question of law, and in such case no appeal shall lie to the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council; (e) the judge of assize and Lord Lieutenant in Council and the 
Court of Appeal may respectively award such costs to be paid by or to 
parties to any proceedings under this section as appear just; (f) rules of 
court regulating the practice and procedure and costs respecting the 
petitions to and proceedings before the judge of assize under this section, 
and appeals from such judge to the Lord Lieutenant in Council, and cases 
stated, may be made by the authority having power to make rules of court 
for the Supreme Court ; (g) an order under this section granting in whole or 
in part the prayer of the petition, whether made by the judge of assize or by 
the Lord Lieutenant in Council upon appeal from that judge, shall have 
effect as if it were a provisional order under section 203 of the Public Health 
Act, 1878, duly confirmed, and upon any land being taken under the order, 
the compensation for the same to be paid by the county council shall, in the 
absence of agreement, be determined by an arbitrator appointed by the 
Local Government Board, or, if the parties so agree, be determined by a 
judge of assize, either with or without a jury, according to the agreement! ; 
(h) the foregoing provisions with respect to the acquisition of any land for 
the purpose of widening an old road or making a new road shall apply to 
the acquisition of any easement or right over land in like manner as if it 
were land.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Discussion ;— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... aft Sei See a ne ... 590 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


** Page 8, line 11, leave out from ‘ shall’ to ‘ arrange’ in line 12.” 


‘** Page 8, line 13, after ‘ work’ insert ‘maintainted in whole or in part at 
the cost of the county or any rural district.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 8, leave out clause 12.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Discusston :— 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 590 Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 597 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 594 [ Mr. Speaker] es 598 


Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.)... 596 Mr. Daly 598 
It being midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 

SUPPLY [sri Juty]—Crvit ServicE anp REVENUE DEPARTMENTS 

Estimates, 1898-99. 
Crass ITI. 
Resolutions reported— 

‘1, That a sum, not exceeding £38,660, be gr-nted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of Ma:ch, 1899, for 
Criminal Prosecutions and other Law Charg s in Ireland.” 

“That a sum, not exceeding £69,929, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899. for such 
of the Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of Judicature, and of 
certain other Legal Departments in Ireland as are not charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 

Company (Voluntary Liquidation) Amendment Bill—House wen‘ into 
Committee sae os won sees ee sate «. 600 
Progress reported. 

House resumed. 

Parliamentary Deposits Bill—Read a second time ... os — -- 600 

OraNGE Demonstration AT DONEGAL — — as ee «- 600 
On the Motion— 

“That the House do now aajourn.” 

DEBATE :— 
Mr. Swift) MaeNeill Mr. Swift MacNeill... ee 602 
(Donegal, S.)... ..- 600 Mr. Gerald Balfour... wwe §=$604 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 601 


House adjourned at 12.20. 
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LORDS: TUESDAY, 12TH JULY 1898. 


PEERS SAT FIRST. 


Tue Lorp De L’IsteE anp DupLey—Sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father ... 


Tue Lorp PLayrarr—Sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue Lorp CHaNnceELLor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with— Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10). And also the 
Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with-—Devonport, Plymouth and Stoke Tram- 
ways. The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 


London Building Act eaaned Amendment Bill—Committee to meet on 


Thursday next 


Neath, Pontardawe and pales Railway ‘nk nee with Amend- 
ments eee eee eee eee ee eee eee eee eee 


Clacton-on-Sea Gas and Water Bill—Reported with Amendments... 


Blackburn Corporation aeeiaiitinde besa culling with Amend- 
ments vee . . ee eee eve ° 


London, Tilbury and Southend Railway sila diate from the Select 
Committee with Amendments pits sah aes 


Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill—The -= en’s consent signified ; 


and Bill reported with Amendments 


Burnley Corporation (Tramways, i Bill—eprtel from the Select 
Committee with Amendments = ae eens Sis oes 


Great Western Railway (General Powers) Bill—The Queen’s consent, and 
the consent of the Prince of Wales in right of his Duchy of Cornwall, 
signified, and Bill reported with Amendments 


.Wey Valley Water Bill—Reported from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the cousideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
upon the Table ; the orders made on the Ist of July and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed 


Bolton, Turton and Westhoughton Extension Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bili, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table; the orders made on the Ist of 
July and Thursday last discharged, and Bill committed... 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the considera- 
tion of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table; the orders made on Thursday and 
Friday last discharged, and Bill committed ° 
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Middlesex and County Council Bill—Report from the Select Committee, 
That they adjourn this day at Half-past Two o’clock, and pray leave 
not to sit again until Thursday next at Twelve o’clock ; read, and leave 
given accorlingly ... woe ee ae oon se a cos §6GD; 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That they adjourn this day at Half-past Two o'clock, and 
pray leave not to sit again until Thursday next at Twelve oc’clock ; read, 
and leave given accordingly oe ae = a is oo GUE 


Sheffield District Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
they adjourn this day at Half-past Two o’clock, and pray leave not to 
sit again until Thursday next at Twelve o’clock ; read, and leave given 
accordingly ... sar site ae eee a mes we ico GOT 


London United Tramways Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
they adjourn this day at Half-past Two o'clock, and pray leave not to 
sit again until Thursday next at Twelve o'clock ; read, and leave given 


accordingly ... nee ss nee a ‘ate mae wane s. $60 


General Power Distributing Company Bill [u.1.]—Read the third time ; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons oe sw» GO 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time; Amend- 


ments made ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons sic sa -- 608 
i 


‘Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill—Read the third time, with the 


Amendment, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... aie --- 608 


Dublin Southern District Tramways Bill—Read the third time, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons Sai «s« ‘G08 


Keighley Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons; Read the first 


time, and referred to the Examiners Pe 605 
Cranbrook District Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ae aN a a ae ima .- 608 
Crawley and District Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ae a ; be oe8 ... 608 
East Ham Improvement Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to a ose a ooh ae ets .-. 609 
Wishaw Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to... es ES mee me sas = wee «CCD 
Liskeard Corporation (Water) Bill aly 7 from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments roe ie oe ... 609 
Windsor Dock, Cardiff, Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said Bill, viz. :—E. Abingdon, L. 
Southampton, L. Kenmare (E. Kenmare), L. Stanmore, L. Welby (chair- 
man); Agreed to, and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Com- 
mittee to meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be t 
heard by counsel against the Bill to be heard as desired, as also counsel tt 
for the Bill ... ee aes aoe a ave eee vee «. 609 if 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—(Leeds Order (No. 1) 
Opposed.) Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Five 
Lords appointed a Select Committee on the Middlesex County Council 
Bills and other Bills do form the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; read, and 
agreed to; all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bill one ean een eur ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Irish Teacners Penston Rures, 1898—Rules wnder section 11 of the 
National School Teachers (Ireland) Act, 1879; presented [by Com- 
mand], and ordered to lie on the Table... eae wea sis ate 


Aruy (VoLUNTEERS)—Proposed Amendment of the scheme relative to the 
efficiency of the Volunteers in force under Her Majesty’s Orders in 
Council dated 31st July 1880, 14th April 1884, ete. a ies 


Inp1a (Loans Ratsep ry Inpra)—Return of all Loans raised .in India 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the 
revenues of India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year 
ended on the 31st March, 1898, with the rates of interest and total 
amount payable thereon, ete. Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], 
and ordered to lie on the Table... ae ne oe ea sie 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


‘Locomotives on Highways Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments; the Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Friday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. [No. 150] 


Libraries (Offences) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee without 
further Amendment ; the Report of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next ... ete ae 


Poor Law (Scotland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee with- 
out Amendment, and to be read the third time on Tuesday next aes 


Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read the third time on Monday next 


Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be read the third time on Thursday 


next ... ore eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Solicitors Bill [a.1.]—Reported from the Standing Committee with Amend- 
ments ; the Report thereof to be received on Thursday next, and Bill to 
be printed as amended. [No. 151] oat _ oe ie Bee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill— Moved, That the 
Order made on the 8th day of March, 1898, “ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read 

the second time accordingly oe ae nee saa wae wai 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill— Moved, That the 
Order made on the 8th day of March, 1898, “ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read 


the second time accordingly are eS ves atts nee o. §6611 
. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill — Moved, That the 
Order made on the 8th day of March, 1898, * That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read 
the second time accordingly ee aes ae ae wie oo. 612 
0 Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill— Moved, That the 
Order made on the 8th day of March, 1898, “ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
0 second time after Tuesday the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read 
the second time accordingly sigh mae eis ae Joe ove “GEZ 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Committed; the 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ae ooo GZ 
10 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9 Bill—Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House aa “ a oes pee eos GI 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill— Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House.. ef es si ees see ©6612 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill — House in Committee 
10 (according to order); Amendments made; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next ... 612 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill—Read the third time (according to 


10 order), and passed ... ne sats sels pais were ee -. 613 


311 | Pauper Children (Ireland) Relief Bill—Order for Second Reading read ... 613 


DEBATE:— 
611 : ; 
: Lord Monteagle of The Earl of Denbigh . 614 
Brandon are .. 613 
611 Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 
Post Office (Local Authority Guarantee) Bill—Read the third time (aecord- 
61] ing to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons... oe ae ae PaS: wae one -. 614 


Light Raitways Act, 1896—Moved— 


“That the Orders of the Light Railways Commissioners as submitted 
to the Board of Trade be in future presented to this House together 


P with the Orders as confirmed by the Board of Trade."—Zhe Eart of 
611 Camperdown. 
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DEBATE :— 

The Earl of — The Earl of Camperdown ... 626 

down ... eh 614 The Earl of Dudley we. §=626 


Earl Stanhope ... cae “G21 The Earl of Camperdown ... 627 
The Parliamentary Sec- 

retary to the Board of 

Trade (The Earl of 

Dudley) oa sso (622 


Question put. 


Motion negatived. 


FisHeries DeEraARTMENT— Question and Debate— 


Lord Heneage ... vos 628 Lord Heneage ann oss ‘Gaal 
The Earl of Dudley... 630 


Subject dropped. 


BisLe Teacnine in Primary Scnoots—Question and Debate— 
The Archbishop of Can- The Marquess of Londonderry 642 
terbury 631 Viscount Halifax Es .. «©6646 
The Lord President of The Earl of Kimberley - 646 
the Council (The Duke 
of Devonshire) aa G54 


Subject dropped. 


House adjourned at 6.25. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 12TH JULY 1898. 
Stanpinc Committee on Law, Erc.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 


mittee on Law, ete., have leave to sit this day during the Sitting of 
the House.—( Sir James Fergusson ) ove eee ove ove -- 648 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





Norwich Electric Tramways Bill—Lords’ Amendment considered, and 


agreed to Pee “ee 648 


Cardiff Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... 648 


Dundee Corporation eile Bill ~ L = ris the third ne passed, 


with Amendments ... = S48 
Clontarf and Hill of Howth eae Bill bem L : eal amended, to be 
considered upon Friday... ee --- 648 
Halifax Corporation Bill 2. het amended, considered, to be read the 
648 


third time ... ~ oe eee ae ees ake 
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Keighley Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, That 
) Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
read the third time.—(Dr. Farquharson.) Bill accordingly read the 
third time, and passed ane ae oa aoe 4 wes «- 649 


Stirling Gas Bill [u.1.]—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time we . sae vee oe oo. 642 


Aberdeen Corporation (Tramways) Bill [1.1.]—(By order), as amended, 
considered ; an Amendment made; Bill to be read the third time eee 649 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Lords’ Amendment 
considered, and agreed to... nee wow nae ee “e -. 649 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation ( “Chandon Bill 
1 (11.1. ]—Read a second time, and committed ae xe 2 649 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ini 6) Bill ie L. ee a second 


time, and committed es 649 


Gas Orders Confirmation 1 Oo 2 Bill [ua] a second time and 


committed “ee «-- 649 
2 | Tramways Orders Confirmation _ » Bill sit L —— a second time, and 
6 committed... +“ . 649 
“ Dogs Regulation Bill—Against, ihe Skin (3), iia @), pita (2), 
Hastings, and Norwood ; to lie upon the Table ... «- 650 


East Inpra (Contagious DimscasEs)—Against State vieiciiaie from 
Bristol (3), Bath, Talgarth, and Widecombe ; to lie upon the Table... 650 


GEOLOGICAL MusztumM—From South London, against removal from Jermyn 
Street ; to lie upon the Table «-» 650 


Petty Customs Abolition (Scotland) Bill—Against, from Dundee and 
Royal, Parliamentary and Police Burghs of Scotland; to lie upon the 
Table. From Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table eee «+ 650 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour, from St. Austell 
and Rotherham (2); to lie upon the Table nee Sas a «-- 650 


48 | Port Royat (Dockyarp anp HosriraL)—Return ee 11th iiaipd. 
to be printed. [No, 293] .. ove a an «. 650 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


548 
Army (VoLuNTEERS)—Copy presented of proposed Amendment of the 
648 Scheme Te ‘lative to the efficiency of the Volunteers in force under Her 
Majesty’s Orders in Council dated 31st me 1880, 14th — 1884, 
ais ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... - - 651 
W209 
NationaL Scnoot Teacners (IrELanp) Act, 1879 sidechains pre- 
sented of Rules under section 11 of the Act [by Command] ; to lie upon 
648 the Table... sae ae ae das = en wee woe Gon 


East Inpia (Loans Ratsep in Inp1a)—Copy presented of Return of all 
648 Loans raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 31st March, 1898, 
etc. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 294]... 652 
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STranpinG Orpers—Resolutions reported from the Committee— 


1. ‘* That, in the case of the Heywood Corporation Water Bill [.u.], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. ** That, in the case of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [#...], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with:—That the — be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” ae re ae oy ue 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [1.1.]—Report [this dav] from the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders read ; Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a second time.—(Dr. Farquharson) ... eve ove ‘a «« G5i 


Vexatious Actions (Scotland) Bill—Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc.; Report to lie upon the Table, and to ( 
be printed. [No. 295.] Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 
295.] Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee, to he taken into 


consideration upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 8300]... «ae (Gea I 
Trawlers’ Certificates (Suspension) Bill—Second reading deferred from 

To-morrow till Monday next see ees ove see bee ««. GO2 
Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill—Seceoud Reading 

deferred from ‘To-morrow till Monday next = ‘ «« ‘Gog 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Lords’ Amencd.nents to } 

be considered To-morrow ... we ‘eis pee sie ue ve ‘Gee 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders sani 3) Bill—Lords’ 

Amendments to be considered To-morrow. = roe vee wos (Gag C 


Private Bitts (Group H)—Sir Augustus Godson reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group H of Private Bills, That the parties opposing the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Marylebone Order] F 
had stated that the evidence of Alphonso Elkin Cumberbatch, Surgeon, 
of 80, Portland Place, W.; Robert Hammond, Consulting Engineer, of 
64, Victoria Street, Westminster; and Walter Gordon, Hotel Manager, C 
of the Langham Hotel, W., was essential te their case ; and it having 
been proved that their attendance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move that the said 
Alphonso Elkin Cumberbatch, Robert Hammond, and Walter Gordon do B 
attend the said Committee To-morrow, at Eleven of the clock : Ordered, 
That Alphonso Elkin Cumberbatch, Robert Hammond, and Walter 
Gordon do attend the Committee on Group H of Private Bills To- 


morrow, at Eleven of the clock ... nee Rae ae So «en Coe x 
Tynemouth Corporation Water Bill [u.L.]—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... mee oan «ve ‘0a 
A 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Ip 


That they have agreed to :—Sheffield Corporation Bill, with an Amend- 
ment ; Plymouth Corporation Bill; Turnchapel Wharves and Ware- 
houses Bill; Crystal Palace Company Bill, with Amendments ; Conse- 
quential Amendment to Amendments to Ilford Improvement Bill ; R 
Amendments to Bideford and Clovelly Railway Bill Alin a without 

Amendment ... eee eee eee ove ees : we» §=653 





iw 


2 


93 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. ‘ Ixxi 


[July 12.] 


General Power Distributing Company Bill [1.1.]—That they have passed 
a Bill intituled, “ An Act for incorporating and conferring powers on the 
General Power Distributing Company ” 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill [u.1.]—And also a Bill intituled, “ An 
Act to empower the Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Limited) 
to use lands at Acton Lane for the purpose of their Undertaking, and to 
lay certain cables or wires in streets and along the Grand Jwunetion 
Canal; and for other purposes” ... oa a 


BILLS ADVANCED 


General Power Distributing Company Bill [11.1.J]—Read the first time, and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill [11.1.J]—Read the first time, and referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


QUESTIONS. 


Mais For THE SoupaN—Question, Mr. Aird (Paddington, N.):; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) eee 


CroMWELL’s Bustr—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; 
~~ swer, The First Commissioner of Works aati Akers Douglas, Kent, 
Augustine’s) ‘eae wae s ; , ‘ive ? 


FEATHERSTONE Riors—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


CLERKENWELL AND THE Metrroponitran RarLway—Question, Mr. Massey- 
Mainwaring (Finsbury, Central); Answer, The President of the Board 


of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Breacnw or Hiring AGREEMENT—Questions, Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) and Mr. Hermon-Hodge (Oxon, Henley) ; Answers, The Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lan- 
cashire, Blackpool [Mr. Speaker]... a 


NavaLt Orpnance DerartMent, Wootwich—Questions, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answers, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)... ‘ ; 


ALLEGED Improver Arrests oF Boys at WatTERVILLE—Questions, Mr. 
Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Chief Secretaryto the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ane see ne 


Irish Locat GoverNMENT ELections—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Roya Gun Facrorres—Question, Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ssi J. Powell Williams, 
Birmingham, 8.) ... : ie 
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Promotion AmMonca Dusiin PostmEN—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. 
W. Hanbury, Preston) sos ae aes Wes ona sa — 





Rocxcorry Dispensary MepicaL Orricer—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O'Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... — 


Loans ror DrainaGE Works IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) —... aed oe eae 


Bantry Bay—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork Co., W.); Answer, The Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)... 


Newsiiss Post OrrickE—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) ease na Sie AN oe 28 ae we 


CasTLesHAaneE Post Orrick—Question, Mr. TIacaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) eee eee eee see ee eee eee see eee 


Spraying Macuixne Instreetions—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 
S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


DisorveER iN BeELFAstT—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenaut of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) bas ee ee saa on Pee “ou er 


Sprayers ror BaLiina and KiLLaLa—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Proceptre on Revision (IRELAND)—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kil- 
kenny); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ate 


Treativs with Crina—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Auswer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport)... wad ae es ae $e 


REBELLION IN KwanG TUNG—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) —... site ies wet 


Niv-cuwanG Rarway Extension—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorks, 
Barnsley) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) 


Suez CanaL Convention—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Auswers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N,. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport)... sis nen eee Ee oor 


WELLINGTON Barracks—Question, Mr. Field, (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) wee es es bee ae os wee nee an 

Promotion or Pusiic Companres — Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 

Patrick’s) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. 

Ritchie, Croydon) ... ate mee wae ane ae ae es 
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CaRRICKFERGUS Harsour Junction RatLway — Question, Colonel 
McCalmont (Antrim, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) — ... .-- 669 


Dupin Sorters’ Memortat—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury see R. W. 
Hanbury, Preston) . a eA ane : - 669 


Loss or THE “KowsHiInec’—Question, Sir M. Stewart (Kirkeudbright) ; 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport) on ae re ae eos oe «.. 669 


West Inpian Liquor Trarric—Question, Sir M. Stewart (Kirkeudbright) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport)... ws sae <te se ... 670 


PAWNBROKING IN TRELAND—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ner ee as ae .. 670 


ScpstituTe ALLOWANCEs IN THE Post OrricE—Question, Mr. J. O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the ‘Treasury (Mr. 
R. W. Hanbury, Preston) ... ee re we es aus oe G6f1 


Cost or NationaL Epvecation iy IRELAND—Questions, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, 
N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) aN sis seek oon oe OE 


Ixpian Svar‘ Corps—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ai oF Rae Lae aa aes ai sue os $6 


R:cumoxp Prisox, Duntin—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); 
Auswer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir. M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.)... ae ae ee oes ae ve sie vee ‘GIS 


WoRrKMEN’s Compensation Act—Questions, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answers, The Attorney General (Sir R. Webster, Isle of Wight) we «©6775 


ProGress OF Pusriic Business — Questions (and Diseussions), Mr. 
Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham), Mr. McKenna (Monmouth- 
shire, N.), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis), Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) Mr. E. 
Morton (Devonport), Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.), Sir C. 
Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton), Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), and 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 1 On) ae cr —_ ose GE 


or 


Lonpon agg “er Bitt—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) and 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Financial Secretary 


to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston). [Mr. Speaker] -» 686 


Tower or Lonpon—Question, Mr. Massey-Mainwaring (Finsbury, Central); 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. re Manches- 
ter, E.) ove ove cee oes see . é : ee 6687 


Inpian Civit ServiceE—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George “Hamilton, 


Middlesex, Ealing) ... ee aes aoe ae nee = «- §=687 
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ADULTERATION OF Foop Propucts—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. H. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) is ec me ne eh — 


Trish Lanp Commisston—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Salfour, Leeds, Central) ... a une as oe ees ane 


Inpian Frontier Poricy — Question, Mr. Beckett (Yorks, Whitby) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord Geo. Hamilton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing)... aaa ane wre 


Lacuey NationaLt Scnoor — Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) se eee ae a 


IrisH REVISION SEsstons—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); 
Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.)... ARP 


Lissurn WorknovuseE—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenaut of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) wat so ae je ae , : 


MancuestEr Prison— Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.): Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... es a c i 


Proposep Fog Signau orr Larne — Question, Col. J. MceCalmont 
(Antrim, E.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. 
Ritchie, Croydon) ... . — 


Indian Orricers’ PassaGk Monety—Question, General Russell (Chelten- 
ham); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord Geo. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing)... 


DIsEAsE IN THE INDIAN ArRMy — Questions, Mr. J. Stuart (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton); Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord Geo. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ao ae iets a = 


Poona PLacGure ExprenpiturE—Question, Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord Geo. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ... _ ee 


AGRICULTURAL TENANCIES—Question, Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, 
Horsham) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
W. H. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) ba 


Waima Arrair—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport) ... coe * eee ove owe owe an one 


ADULTERATION OF FLour—Question, Mr. Wingfield-Dighy (Dorset, N.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. W. H. Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) ....  ... ove one ees “ ove 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—The House resumed the consideration 
of this Bill, as amended, in Committee... eee “ee see vse. COT 


Amendment proposed [11th July ]— 
‘* Page 8, line 29, to leave out clause 12.”"—(M7. Dillon. 
Question proposed— 


‘That the words of clause 12, to the word ‘large,’ inclusive, in page 9, 
line 2, stand part of the Bill.” 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 697 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.)... 705 


Mr. Swift MacNeill Mr. Serjeant amas (Ty- 
(Donegal, S.).. 699 rone, N.)  ... os 708 
Mr. Plunkett (Dublin Mr. Plunkett .. .- 709 


County, NS.) ... eco. 40 Mr, Serjeant He »mphill .- 109 
Mr. Davitt ans a Mr. Lecky (Dublin University) 711 
Mr. Plunkett... sos ©6F04 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 712 


The House divided :—Ayes 217; Noes 129. (Division List No. 199.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 9, line 2, after ‘large,’ insert ‘so, however, that the total amount 
of such expenditure levied off the county at Jarge in any one year shall not 


exceed asum equal to fivepence in the pound on the rateable value of the 
county.’”—\Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the word ‘fivepence,’ and insert ‘one penny.’”— 
(Mr. JAlion.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon seis cares). Mr. T. P. O?’ Connor ve 


[.Mr. Speaker] ... K Aa pool, Scotland)... we. (eae 
Mr. Dillon a on “TS Lord E. Fitzmaurice . 623 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 719 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. ’ -<« 1a 
Mr. T. M. Healy ss 120 [Mr. Speaker] —- o 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 720 Mr. Gerald Balfour.. os ee 


Mr. Jordan vies 720 [ Mr. Speaker] see vou Sa 
Mr. Vesey Knox (L ondon- Mr. T. P. O'Connor... oe |6tae 

derry).. sos ©6420 Mr. T. M. Healy... wee «124 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ao Wed Mr. Pinkerton an? owe dae 
Mr. Vesey Knox meee (|| Mr. Murnaghan wwe «124 
Mr. Jordan as ove. Cal Mr. Monk ( Gloucester) eee ©6125 


Mr. Dillon see ide Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ioe dee 
Mr. Jordan oe ise Vee Mr. Dillon ose 6626 
Question put— 
‘That ‘ fivepence’ stand part of the clause,” 


egatived without a Division. 
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Question put— 


“That ‘threepence’ be inserted in the clause instead of ‘ fivepence.’” 


‘The House divided :—Ayes 222 ; Noes 126. (Division List No. 200.) 


Question put— 
‘*That those words be inserted —‘so, however, that the total amount of 


such expenditure levied off the county at large in any one year shall not 


exceed a sum equal to threepence in the pound on the rateable value of the 
county ’’’ ae ous 


Words, as amended, inserted. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 21, after ‘Lord Lieu‘enant’ insert ‘and the secretary of 
the county council were the clerk of the peace.’ "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 9, line 22, after ‘justices’ insert ‘and the clerk of the peace. *”’— 
(Mr. Gerald Bafour) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 9, line 33, leave out sub-section (5) of clause 13.”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) . 


Discusston :— 
Mr, T. M. Healy oe 729 [ Mr. Speaker] eve an 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 9, line 34, leave out ‘or district." —( Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. Athinson ... «» 730 Mr. T. M. Healy... eee 


Both Amendments withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 34, at end, add—‘ The salary of every coroner shall be in 
lieu of all sums which otherwise would be payable to him for fees, mileage, 
and allowances, and sha'l be fixed with the approval of the Local Government 
Board by the county or borough council by whom the salary is payable, or in 
default of the same being so fixed, then by the Local Government Board, and 
shall not be subject to increase or diminution during his tenure of office: pro- 
vided that—(a) nothing in this section shall deprive the coroner of the right 
to be repaid expenses and disbursements lawfully made by him on the holding 
of any inquest; and (b) the salary of any existing coroner shall not be less 
than the average annual net receipts of such coroner from his office of coroner 
during the five years next before the passing of this Act.—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... 2 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Line 2, to leaveout h word ‘ mileage.’ —-( Mr. Clancy.) 
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Page 
Discussion :— iii 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 731 Mr. Atkinson... eee ee §=73L 
Amendment to proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, [ Mr. Speaker] ove we 731 


$e re ee) Mr. Atkinson... et oo gon 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 9, line 13, leave out ‘five’ ane insert ‘three.’ Page 9, line 13, 
leave out ‘the passing of this Act’ and insert ‘the first day of November, 
1899.’ ""—( Colonel Waring) ... 


Discusston :— 
Colonel Waring (Down, Mr. Atkinson See prom (5 


ps re ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 9, line 34, at end, add— 


**(6) Any existing coroner who may suffer any direct pecuniary loss by 
virtue of this Act shall be entitled to such compensation as is provided by this 
Act for existing officers who suffer loss of fees or salary by virtue of this Act 
or of anything done in pursuance or in consequence of this Act. 


**(7) A county council may, with the consent of the Local Government 
Board, grant to a coroner who ha: given his whole time to the duties of his 
office and who becomes incapable of discharging those duties from old age or by 
reason of confirmed ill health such superannuation allowance as such council, 
in concurrence with the Local Government Board, deems fit under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case.”—(Mr. Clancy) ae bia _ asa ose Gar 


Sub-section 6 and 7 ruled out of order. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 9, line 34, at end, add ‘so much of any Act of Parliament that 
requires that a coroner for the borough of Dublin shall possess a property 
qualification shall be and the same is hereby repealed.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Clancy <e ww. $133 Mr. Atkinson 733 


Amendment agreed to, with the omission of the words “ for the borough 
of Dublin.” 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 10, line 21, at end, insert— 


(5) Where a county infirmary or fever hospital is under the management 
of a governing body other than such corporation as above-mentioned, the fore- 
going provisions of this section shall apply, with the necessary modifications, 
in like manner as if the governing body were the said corporaticn, 
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“(6) A county council may, if they think fit, contribute towards the 
rebuilding or enlargement or erection on a new site of any county infirmary, 
whether such rebuilding, enlargement, or erection takes place after the passing 
of this Act, or is in course of completion at that passing, or towards the re- 
opening of a closed county infirmary, a sum not exceeding in the whole one- 
third of the sums actually received from private donations or subscriptions for 
such rebuilding, enlargement, erection, or re-opening, and the foregoing 
provisions with respect to the management of the ‘infirmary shall apply 
accordingly.”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee RAS ss a Ree 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Tage 10, line 24, aft: r ‘ Act’ insert ‘or where part 0 any such county 
is constituted a county borough.’”—(Mr. Gerald Lalfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 10, line 28, at end, insert— 

“A person shall be disqualified for being elected or chosen or being a 
member of the committee of management of a county intirmary or fever 
hospital if he holds any paid office or place of profit under or in the gift or 
disposal of such committee, or is concerned by him-elf or his partner in any 
bargain or contract entered into with the committee, or participate by him- 
self or his partner in the profit of any such barg.in or contract, or of any 
work done under the authority of the committee under circumstances which 
in the case of a county or district council would disqualify him from being 
elected or being a member of such council.”—(Vr, 7. M. Healy.) 


apne — 


Mr. T. M. Healy ws ton Mr. Atkinson... ee es 
Paes by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 10, line 41, after ‘upon’ insert ‘no ecclesiastical person shall in 


right of his dignity or “¢ffice be entitled to be a@ governor or trustee of any 
such infirmary or fever hospital as aforesaid.’— Mr. 7. M. Heatly. 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy oe (04 Mr. T. M. Tealy 
Sir R. Penrose Fitz- Mr. Gerald Balfour 
gerald... Be eos | 480 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 11, line 2, after ‘infirmary’ insert ‘as regulated by the Waterford 
Infirmary Act, 1896,’ Hy] Ur. Gerald “Balfour ) ‘ a ane ° 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 2, after ‘infirmary’ insert ‘but if the corporation or 
county council, respectively, cf the city and county of Waterford agree to 
contribute any sum towarés any said infirmary, they shall each be entitled to 
elect annually ene govenor fur every sum of fifty pounds so contributed,’ ’’—- 
(Mr, 7. M. Healy.) 
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Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy coe = 1Od Mr. Power (Waterford, E.)... 738 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 738 Mr. J. Redmond (Waterford) 738 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 11, line 24, after ‘council,’ insert ‘unless with the consent of the 
Local Government Board.’ —(Mr.7. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy os. 139 Mr. T. M. Healy... a. 740 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 739 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 11, line 30, after ‘ board,’ insert ‘and agree with the Commissioners 
of Public Works in Ireland to take over any marine works constructed or 
acquired by those commissioners under the Railways (Ireland) Act, 1896,’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... sit oes tins ae ee woo 


Amendment agreed to. 


Other Amendments proposed— 


‘*Page 12, line 15, after ‘council,’ insert ‘or the commissioners of a 
town.’” 

“Page 12, line 16, after ‘guardians,’ insert ‘and where it appears to the 
Local Government Board that there are no persons capable of acting as such 
board or body, the order may be made without the consent of the Board or 
body.’”’ 

“ Page 12, line 30, after ‘ Act,’ insert ‘ and the powers of baronial present 
ment sessions.’ ”” 

“Page 12, line 40, after ‘aforesaid,’ insert ‘or as expressly provided by 
this Act.’” 

** Page 15, line 11, after ‘of,’ insert ‘a portion of the.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour) 740 


Amendmeits agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 13, line 14, after ‘apply,’ insert ‘(c) no ayproval of voters shall be 
necessary to enable the council of a county borough to promote or oppose a 
Bill in Parliament pursuant to the provisions of the Borough Funds (Ireland) 
Act, 1888.’ "—(Mr. WM. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy w» 740 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «— 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 13, line 29, at the end of clause 19, insert the words— 


‘‘ Provided that for all purposes of assize, general or quarter sessions, 
civil bill court, making of lists of jurors and jurors’ books, and summoning 
and service of jurors, a borough which has not a separate commission or 
quarter sessions shall be part of the coi nty in which, at the passing of this 
Act, it is situate for such purposes.’”—/(.W@r. Condon.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. Condon (Tipperary, Mr. Athinson... eas os Oa 
BE.) exe ees wm 3a Mr. T. M. Healy... woe «= T4E 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments proposed— 


** Page 13, leave out from beginning cof line 21 to the third ‘and’ in line 
22,” 


“ Page 13, line 24, after ‘judge,’ ins rt ‘ of assize.’” 

‘Page 13, line 25, leave out from ‘compensation’ to the end of clause.” 
‘* Page 14, line 12, after ‘ whether a,’ insert ‘ county or other.’” 

“Page 14, line 14, after ‘not,’ insert ‘ which is not a county borough,’” 


‘*Page 14, line 18, leave out from ‘1892’ to ‘shall’ in line 21.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) iol eee on ee 642 


Amendments agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 14, line 21, at end, add— 

‘* Where a town has a population exceeding three thousand, according to 
the census of the year One thc usand eight hundred and ninety one, but is not 
at the passing of this Act an urban sanitary district, the Locsl Governm: nt 
Boa:d shall, notwithstanding anything contained in section seven of the 
Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1878, within twelve months after the passiug cf 
this Act, by order in the prescribed manner, constitute such town an urban 


sanitary district, and such order shall take effect without the authority of 
Parliament. "—(.Mr. Hayden.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
S.) 742 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendmeat proposed— 


“ Page 15, line 3, leave out ‘one councillor’ and insert ‘tw- councillors.’ ’ 
—(Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Arnold - Forster Mr. Arnold-Forster ... sow eee 
(Belfast, W.)... vee ©1438 Mr. Gerald Balfour... we 744 
[Mr. Speaker] ... eee 6444 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 4, after the first ‘division,’ insert ‘except where the Lo-sl 
Government Board assign more than one councillor to a town or part of a 
town forming one district electoral division; and the councillors for each 
district electoral division shall be elected.’ ” 


“* Page 16, line 6, after ‘more,’ insert ‘ or, in the case of a town or part of 
a town forming one district electoral division, and returning more than one 
councillor, one vote and no more for each of any numter of persons not 
exceeding the number of councillors to be elected for the division.’ ” 

“* Page 15, lice 16, leave out sub-section (4).”"—(Mr, Gerald Balfour) ... 745 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 15, line 27, after ‘councillor,’ insert ‘ except that a person being in 


holy orders, or being a regular minister of any religious denomination, shall be 
eligible as a guardian,’ ’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Discu ssion :-— 


Sir C. Dilke  ... we «= 745 Mr. Vesey Knox (London- 

Mr. Dillon wise eS | derry) . val . 748 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 747 Mr, Field (Dublin, St.Patrich) 749 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 750 


‘The House divided :—Ayes 62 ; Noes 123. (Division List No. 201.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 15, line 29, leave out from the first ‘or’ to the end of the line and 
insert ‘ part thereof or part of a county.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) pee | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 39, leave out ‘ sub-section (a).’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 751 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 16, line 2, at end, insert ‘and (b) may annually chocse a chair- 
aan, and, if they think fit, a vice-chairman, from among the councillors; (2) 
the first business of the council after any trievnial election shall be the con- 
sideration of the question of election of additional councillors.’’’—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ... 


~I 
Or 
ie) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 16, line 30, leave out ‘nothing in.’.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... 758 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 16, line 30, after ‘borough,’ add ‘not having a separate cam- 
mission of the peace, with the substitution of mayor for chairman, but shall 
not apply to any other borough.’ ”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ce cas. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Ainendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 87, after ‘urban’ insert ‘county.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... pe e+" eee cece eee ose eee “os tae 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 15, leave out ‘every urban district council’ and insert 
‘the council of every urban county district.’”"— (Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


-~I 
or 
wo 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 24, after ‘urban,’ insert ‘county.’” —(JMJr. Gerald 


Balfour) ... a wee sale es +h wee wea soa | FES 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 17, line 33, after ‘urban,’ ,insert ‘county,’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... wee a ins ene ee ae ae “se ke 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 17, line 37, at end, insext— < 


‘* Where an order of the Local Government Board, under the foregoing 
provision, deals with an application to order any contribution or fixes the terms 
of an undertaking, and within three months after the order the Board receive 
a petition against it from either council affected, or from at least one-fourth 
of the local government electors of any district or county affected, the order 
shall be provisional only, and a certificate of the Local Government. Board 
that no such petition has been received and that the order has taken effect 
shall be conclusive evidence of those facts.’"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) 753 


eee (oo 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘© Page 17, line 37, at end, insert— 


‘*(7) District councils shall be entitled to tax their corporate property or to 
levy a rate within their district, or both, for the purpose of construction and 
working of railways from the confines of their district to some neighbouring 
station, and that district councils shall be entitled to exercise the same powers 
as those now exercised by presentment sessions and grand juries of giving a 
guarantee for the payment of interest and capital proposed ur intended to be 
invested for the construction of railways or light railways; provided always 
that the council for the county shall in such event contribute such sums as it 
may be proved before the county court judge they shall save in road making 


or otherwise by such line.”—(Mr. Condon) ... es at ar weer he 


Amendment ruled out of order—[Mr. Speaker.] 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 17, line 39, after ‘shall,’ insert ‘save as respects the reVision in 
this Act mentioned.’ ”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) seg, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘‘ Page 17, line 43, leave out ‘an urban,’ and insert ‘the. ”—/(Mr. Gerald 
Palfour) ... ree vee ‘ se ware com, hae 


oa eee . eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 17, line 43, at end, add— 


‘‘An urban district which is, or is comprised within, a Parliamentary 
borough, and which defrays the expenses of the registration of the electors of 
the said borough, shall not be liable to contribute to the expenses of the 
registration of the electors of the county or counties in which said borough 
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issituate. And if the Parliamentary boundary of said borough exceed the 
boundary of the urban district, the latter shall be entitled to be recouped the 
expenses of the registration of the electors of the borough qualifying out of 
that portion thereof situate outside the urban district in proportion to the 


number of such electors, and the ascertaining of the amount of such recoup- 
ment shall be a matter of adjustment. 


‘* An urban district, in which the district council is the road authority, 
shall not be liable to contribute to the salaries or expenses of the county 
surveyor or assistant county surveyors.”—( Mr. Patrick O’ Brien) 


Amendment ruled out of order.—[Mr. Speaker. ] 


~I 
oat 
—s 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 43, at end, add— 


‘“The contribution to be paid by the county council of the county of 
Dublin in respect of that portion of the Barony of Rathdown not included in 
any township to the urban district council of Blackrock towards the main- 
tenance of the Rock Road shall be on the valuation of the standard year 
or on such average valuation taken on a number of years as the Local 
Government Board for Ireland shall determine.”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Plunkett... 
Mr. T. M. Healy 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


~t 


Mr. Atkinson on RP fs 


5: 
5 


-~I-] 


vu 


Another Amendment proposed— 


* Page 18, leave out clause 26,” 
‘*Page 18, line 4, at end, add— 


‘*And the amount of such poor rate may, if such council think fit, 
be such an amount as in their judgment will be sufficient after allowing 
for sums irrecoverable by reason of premises being empty or any other 
cause, to raise or discharge not only the sum in respect of which the rate is 
made, but also such a sum as will meet the expenses, or what is in their 
judgment a due proportion of the expenses incurred and to be incurred in 
and about making aud recovering the rate.”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


[Mr. Speaker] ... we 756 Mr. Plunkett ... _ w. = 756 


Amendment withdrawn, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 18, line 36, after ‘improvement,’ insert ‘Ireland.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

“Page 19, leave out clause 32.”—(Mr. Seton- Karr.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Seton- Karr... <a, 436 Mr. Atkinson... 


ses we «6 61 
Mr. J. Pinkerton own | TOL 


Amendment negatived. 
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Page 
Amendment proposed of addition of words providing that the district 
council may make a contribution towards the expenses of the 
board of conservators at the request of conservators of such fishery 
district ... aye ee “a aA See aes wee oe 168 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 762 Mr. Seton-Karr ove we §=762 
Mr. T. M. Healy «ss t02 [.Mr. Speaker | ies 762 


Mr. Flynn ibe vee = 762 


Another Amendment proposed-— 
‘* Line 2, after ‘district,’ add ‘made in pursuance of a resolution passed 


by such board at a meeting specially convened for the purpose of considering 
euch reso-ution.’"—(Mr. H. Robertson ) eee 


eee eee eee 


Amended Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19. line 3, after the first ‘of,’ leave out to ‘a’ in Jine 4, and insert 
‘that board.’ ""—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) Oe ane eae 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 19, line 7, at end, insert— f 

“ Any such contribution shall be an annual contribution for a reriod of 
not less than three years, but (unless renewed) cf not more then five years, 
and shall be a debt to the board of conservators, and the clerk of such beard 
may sue for the same on behalf of the board.”—(.Mr. Gerald Lalfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed — 


“Page 19, line 8. leave out ‘making’ and insert ‘upon paying in any 
year.’"—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour)  ,... eT: WP a hs aS 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19, line 9, leave out ‘annually,’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) sans 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Tage 19, line 10, after ‘Act’ insert ‘for that year.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... aa wie mere nee ee eee ee 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy wo» §=—763 Dr. Tanner ... ove ves 


Amendment agreed to. 


763 


763 


mre 
763 


763 


763 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 19, line 35, at end, add ‘ the appointing body may revoke in whole 
‘or in part any appointment or authority made or given under this section.’ ”— 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour)  ,,, one oe se0 ne ore os 106 
Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 
“* Page 20, line 7, after ‘council’ insert ‘and thir urban district shall be 


a county district of the said county.’ *’—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)  ,,, eos |= GOS 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
Page 20, line 11, leave out‘ heretofore,’”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy ) «-» (65 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20. line 13, at end, insert ‘provided that the coroner for the 
borough of Galway shall be elected by the district council of the said 
borough.’”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Discussion : — 
Mr. T. M. Healy ooo |6 G8 Mr. Gerald Balfour... in, ae 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... «we 0O0 Mr. Pinkerton eee oo 
Mr. T, M. Healy we = 167 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 20, line 24, at end, add— 

(5) Notwithstanding anythiug in this section the sheriff of county 
Kilkenny shall not act as returning officer of the borough of Kilkenny, but 
the mayor of said borough shall be the returning officer thereof, and all writs 
for the return of a Member to serve in Parliament for said borough shall be 
directed to the Mayor of Kilkenny, and the law applicable to returning 
officers shall apply to him accordingly.”—( Mr. 7’. M. Healy ) ise oo aa 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 25, after ‘improvement,’ inzert ‘Ireland.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour)... ae oa oes ae wie ees si n~ oe 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 20, line 39, after ‘Act,’ insert ‘of 1854.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 768 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 21, line 10, leave out from ‘the,’ to ‘but,’ in line 11, and insert 
‘last published census for the time being.’ —(.V@r. Gerald Balfour) .. «6768 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 15, after ‘against it,’ insert ‘if the petition is before the 
first election of rural district councils,’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .. 768 


Ixxxvi 





Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 17, leave out ‘or after the appointed day from the,’ and 
insert ‘comprising the town or any part thereof, or if the petition is after 
such first election, then from at least one-fourth of the local government 
electors withiu the town, or from the guardians of the union.’ ””—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 21, line 21, at end, insert— 

‘“‘ An order of the Local Government Board, uncer section seven of the Public 
Health Act, 1878, for adding any town having a population according to the 
last census of less than five thousand, and being an urban sanitary district 
to a rural sanitary district, if made before the end of six months after the 
passing of this Act, and if the powers of the grand jury in respect of roads 
have not been previously transferred to the sanitary authority of the district, 
shall, unless within three months after the order is published the board receive 
a petition against it from at least one-fourth of the Parliamentary electors 
registered in respect of qualifications within the town, or from the guardians 
of the union comprising the town or.any part thereof, take effect without the 
authority of Parliament; anda certificate of the board that no such petition 
has been received, and that the order has taken effect, shall be conclusive 
evidence of those facts: provided that until the expiration of tes years from 
the said year, an order shall not be made constituting such town an urban 
sanitary district.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ase as as ee «= 168 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
* Page 21, line 26, at end, add— 


‘«(3) Lf two or more urban district councils determine, by resolution passed 
by a majority of three-fourths of each council, to amalgamate and to com- 
bine their respective districts into one united district, the Local Government 
Borrd for Lreland shall make an order for such amalgamation and union on 
such conditions and subject to such provisions as the Board may deem just 
and the councils may approve. 


“(a) Provided that in calculating the amount of the county-at-large 
charges for the purpose of apportioning the amount to be paid by any urban 
district council, there shall be deducted from the amount of such county- 
at-large charges, the sums paid or payable by the county council for the salaries 
of the county surveyors, the county secretary, the county solicitor, and the 
sums paid for legal and office expenditure in relaticn to the business of the 
county council, and any portion of any county-at-large charge for which no 
provision is otherwise made by law. 

**(b) Any urban district council may, with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and with the consent of the council, by a three-fourths majority 
of the district propcred to be annexed, extend their boundaries by annexing 
any adjoining district not included within the jurisdiction of any urban 
district council, subject to such conditions as the board, with the approval 
of said council, may deem just.”—-(Mr, Plunkett.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Plunkett... -- 169 Mr. Plunkett ... — owe 770 
[Mr. Speaker] ... re Mr. Gerald Balfour... <- 


Amendment withdrawn. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 22, line 8, leave out ‘two counties,’ and insert ‘more than one 
county.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee ees eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 22, line 18, after ‘county,’ insert, ‘in the execution of this Act or 
otherwise.’”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 22, line 22, at end, insert— 


‘* Where any expenses so incurred by the council of a county may by 
virtue of any enactment, or any direction given thereunder, be levied off 
an urban district, they shall be called urban charges.”—(J/r. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed—. 


“Page 22. line 27, leave out ‘district,’ and insert ‘county district or 
districts.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 22, line 28, at end, insert ‘urban charges or.’”—-(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) cae 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 22, line 30, after ‘urban,’ insert ‘ county.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 31, leave out from ‘tbe’ to ‘shall,’ in line 33, and insert 
‘demands of the county council or in connection with the poor rate.’"— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to: 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 22, line 33, leave out from ‘defrayed’ to ‘ out of,’ in page 23, line 2.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Baljour) 


Amendment Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 3, after ‘expenses,’ insert ‘not above mentioned, but.’ "— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Page 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


Page. 


‘“* Page 23, line 3, after ‘urban’ insert ‘county.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 
Amendment agreed to. 


oI 
com 
Fool 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 23, line 5, leave out from the second ‘ Act’ to ‘ shall’ in line 11.”"— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) an 


“at 
aI 
wot 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another amendment proposed— 


“ Page 23, line 15, at end, add— 


‘*The expenses incurred by the council of a county borough, if incurred 
in meeting the expenses of guardians, or in connection with the poor rate, 
shall be defrayed out of the poor rate, and if not so incurred and incurred 
in relation to the business transferred to the council by or in pursuance of 
this Act or otherwise in execution of this Act, or as incidental to their 
powers and duties as a county council, shall, where the like expenses have 
hitherto been defrayed out of any rate levied by the council of the borough 
other than county cess, or than a rate levied under the enactments 
relating to county cess, continue to be so defrayed, but in any other case 
shall be defrayed out of the poor rate. 


“Provided that the foregoing provisions with respect to the expenses 
fncurred by the council of an urban county district or county borough shall: 
not extend to the expenses incurred under any provision of this Act 
amending or extending the Public Health Acts."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,,, 


Amendment agreed to. 


a 
~J 
ey 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 23, line 22, after ‘ or, insert ‘county.’ "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .., 
Amendment agreed to. 


“1 
I 
Ww 


Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 23, line 25, at end, insert— 


“Provided that the receipt given bya collector, in the case of payment 
of rates, or, where the treasurer is a banking company, by the secretary or 
clerk of the council in the case of any payment unconnected with rates, 
shall be a good discharge to the person making the payment, but the 
»mount of the payment shall be forthwith paid by such collector, secretary, 
or clerk to the treasurer.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour; ,,. 


+1 
—~I 
ty 


eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 23, line 27, leave out ‘such,’ and insert ‘their county or district.’ 
‘ (Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee tee eee eee lin 


Amendment Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 24, line 1, leave out clause 42."—(Mr. Lloyd-George) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... 785 
narvon Boroughs) 772 Mr. Lough een W. ™ 788 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... ~ ae Mr. Dillon... . 788 
Mr. Lloyd-Gcorge inc Mr. Channing on -. 789 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 778 Mr. Lough  ... ose - 189 
Mr. T. M. Healy on se Mr. Dillon... _ <<. Vor 
Mr. Channing (North- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, 
ampton, EB.) . 778 Brightside)... aon oe 193 
Mr. Strachey (Somerset, Mr. Balfour ... oe « §=196 
By swe ene 782 


Motion made. 

“ That the Question be now put” - F oe) ... 796 
The House divided :—Ayes 172 ; Noes 39. 9.—(Division List No. 202.) 
Question put accordingly — 

‘* That the words ‘as from the’ stand part of the Bill” — . 9% 
The House divided :—Ayes 188 ; Noes 33.—( Division List No. 203. ) 


And, it being after Midnight, further proceeding, on consideration, 
as amended, stood adjourned. 


Telegraph (Money) Bill—This Bill was read a second time, and committed 799 


Land Tax Commissioners’ Names Bill—Order for resuming Adjourned 


Debate on Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn wee 7199 
Rivers Pollution Prevention (Border County Councils) (No. 2) Bill— 

Considered in Committee ; Committee report Progress ; to sit again ... 800 
Mussel Fisheries (Ireland) Bill—This Bill was read a second time, and 

committed... Ene nes a8 = aes es oe ..- 800 


Metropolitan Commons Bill—This Bill was read a second time, and 
committed... ae = ais ove we wes “as e+» 800 


House adjourned at 12.30, 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 131m JULY 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London and South Western Railway Bill [1.1.]—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ae .. 80OF 


Manchester Carriage and Tramways ee Bill [un ]—Reat a 
second time, and committed alot ; ea .. S8OF 


Saint Marylebone Churches Bill [1.1 —— be read a second time To- 
morrow oat : on z me ne =F ae ... 8OE 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders Oo ” Bill—Lords’ 
Amendments considered, and agreed to... ae .- 808 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ... was Z a Aa ee ane 


Heywood Corporation Bill [u.1.]—Report [12th July] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read; Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time.—( Dr. Farquharson) ove ove oes eee ove 


Dogs Regulation Bill—Against, from Brighton (2), West Ham, Homerton, 
and London ; to lie upon the Table ae Sat idle ies eae 


East Inpra (ContaGious Diskases)—Against State Regulation, from 
Bristol, Bathwick, Gasgow, Clifton, and Barton Hill; to lie upon the 
Table we ai ee wan are eee ne aie ors 





GEOLOGICAL Musrvu North Kent, against removal from Jermyn 
Street ; to lie upon the Table ne a= aie see tate ae 


Marriage with 2 Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill—From Glasgow, against ; 
to lie upon the Table rae oa ite we ose ion =e 


Parish Councillors (Tenure of Office) Bill—From Bosden, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table ... ave — sae ae _— a jist 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From City 
Road, Aylestone, Oldham and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





Civit Services (AppitionaL Estimate, 1898-9)—Estimate presented of 
the Amount required in the year ending 31st March, 1899, for certain 
expenditure, including sundry Grants-in-Aid, in connection with the 
Relief of Distress in Ireland [by Command]; Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed ; [No. 296] sine ewe “i 


FIsHERIES (IRELAND)—Copy presented of Report of Inspectors of Trish 
Fisheries on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1897 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table; Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House—Charitable Endowments (West Riding of the County 
of York) Further Return relative thereto [ordered 10th August, 1894; 
[Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed; [No. 297] ... ies eae 


Private Bitts (Grove H)—Sir Avaustus Gopson reported from the 
Committee on Group H of Private Bills, That the parties promoting the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Marylebone Order] 
had stated that the evidence of Silvanus Phillips Thompson, of 1, 
Chislett Road, West Hampstead, N.W., was essential to their case; and, 
it having been proved that his attendance could not be procured without 
the intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move that the 
said Silvanus Phillips Thompson do attend the said Committee this day, 
at a Quarter after Twelve of the clock ; Ordered, That Silvanus Phillips 
Thompson do attend the Committee on Group H of Private Bills this 
day, at a Quarter after Twelve of the clock eee ees eee eee 
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Vigors’ Divorce Bill [1.L.]—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords, 

to request that their Lordships will be pleased to Communicate to this 

House copies of the Minutes of Evidence and Proceedings, together 

with the documents deposited in the case of Vigors’ Divorce ‘Bill [n. L.] ; 

and that the Clerk do carry the said Message ; Ordered, That it be an 

Instruction to the Select Committee on Div oree Bills, that they do hear 

Counsel and examine Witnesses for Vigor’s Divorce Bill [n. LJ; and 

also that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses against the Bill, 

if the parties concerned think fit to be heard by Counsel, and produce 

Witnesses.—( Mr. Attorney General) os ste --- 803 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—The House resumed consideration of this 
Bill, as amended, in Committee e 


804 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 24, line 2, at beginning, insert ‘for the period of five years.’”— 
(Mr. Strachey.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Strachey (Somerset, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
S.) nan nie we. §=804 Boroughs) .. «- 809 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 805 Mr. Broadhur st (Leice ster)... 813 
Mr. Warner (Stafford, Mr. Purvis (Peterboro’) ee. §=813 
Lichfield) ars 806 Mr. Broadhurst) ... we «$814 
Mr.Mc kenna( Monmouth, Mr. Coghill ne ee 
} & ae : 808 Trent) eee ae . 814 
The House divided maevnn 42; Noes 161. (Division List No. 204.) 
Amendment proposed— 
* Page 24, line 9, leave out ‘ poor rate and.’”’—-(Mr. Lambert.) 
DIscUSSION -— 
Mr. G. Lambert (Devon, The First Lord of the Trea- 
‘--y Molton) oc | SUT sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Mr. M. Healy see “O18 Manchester, E.) «.. ... 820 
Mr. Aber be et -. 818 [ Mr. Speaker] <a os 820 


Question put— 


“That the Question be now put.” este . 820 


The House divided :—Ayes 160; Noes 47. (Division List No. 205.) 


Question put. 
‘¢ That clause 42 be added to the Bill.” ,,, a ad woe Oe 


The House divided :—Ayes 182; Noes 43. (Division List No. 206.) 


Point of Order. 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- [ Mr. Speaker] age s+ 826 
narvon Boroughs)... 825 Mr. Lloyd-George ... ve 827 
Colonel Saunderson ... 826 [Mr. Speaker] wie coe ©6827 
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Clause 43. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 24, line 26, after ‘ valuation,’ to insert, ‘made in accordance with 
the prescribed rules, and on taking into account any exception] circumstances 


which appear to the Board to have cuused a variation for the average.” — 
(Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. M. REE, [Mr. Speaker] si --- 831 
N.) 827 Mr. Caldwell.. a «os S32 

Mr. isto aoe wee Oe Mr. Gerald Balfour... 832 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 828 Mr. Warner (Stafford, pew 

Mr. Lloyd-George vee ©6828 field) ae . 832 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 829 Mr. Strachey ... ees -. 832 


Mr. Lloyd-George ses, 829 Mr, Lambert ... oes --- 833 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 830 Mr. T. M. Healy... -. 834 
Mr. Caldwell ciagapin Mr. Gerald arsadgieai «cs  OOe 

Mid) ... : 831 Mr. Flynn... es ... 834 
Mr. Gerald Balfour . «831 Mr. Lloyd-George ... .. 834 


e 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“That there be added at the cnd these words— 


“Such rules shnll not come into operation until they have Leen laid for 
ten days upon the Table of both Houses of Parliament.” 


The House divided :—Aves 58; Noes 194. (Division List No. 207.) 
Original Amendment put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 188 ; Noes 50. (Division List No. 208.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 25, line 22, after ‘raised,’ irsert ‘and any town which is con- 
stituted an urban sanitary district, or which, beng an urban sanita:y district, 
is added to a rural sanitary district, shall, if the order for each constitution 
or addit.on was made before the end of six months after the pas ing of tis 
Act. whether made before cr after that passing, and whether c nfirmed or 
taking effect before or aiter the «nd o! suchsix months, be treated as havi: g 
been so constituted or added, as tLe case may Le, during the stundard year.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discusston :-— 


Mr. Lloyd-George ... 839 Mr. Clancy... ... 839 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... .. $39 Mr. Gerald Balfour... “vee O82 


Amendment deferred. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 24, line 41, leave out ‘and off cny other hereditaments.’ ”’— Mr. 
Strachey.) 
Discussion :-— 


Mr. Strachey... ... 840 Mr. Lloyd-George ... .. 840 
Mr, Atkinson... ... 840 


Question put. 
The Hoyse divided :—Ayes 207 ; Noes 68. (Division List No. 209.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


—s 
_e 


“To omit sub-section 5, viz., ‘Where by virtue of any order respecting the 
construction ef an urban district any agricultural land in a rural district 
becomes included within the boundaries of that urban district the sum pay- 
able out of the agricultural grant in respect of union ani «istrict charges 
raised over such rural district shall be reduced by a sum proportionate to the 
rateable value in the standard financial year of that agricnl'ural land, and 
the amount of such reduction shal]l be accumulated in the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account, and be applied in such manner as Parliament directs; 
but the amount of agricuitural grant payable to the council of the county 
in respect of county-at-large charges shall not be diminished,” --(Mr, 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 848 [ Mr. Speaker] nae .. 844 
Mr. Lloyd-George w. §=—843 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To omit snb-section 8, viz.: ‘Provisional certificates may, if if is 
thought necessary, be given for enabling the first payments under this Act to 
and out of the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account to be made befo e sufficient 
——— has bee. obtained to enable final certificates to be given.”—(Mr. 

Zarner.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Warner (Stafford, Mr. Lloyd-George  ... «. «©8846 
Lichfield) wee vie | Oke Mr. Broadhurst ata -. 848 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... 845 Mr. Gerald Balfour ., oe 

Mr. Lambert (Devon, Mr. Broadhurst we. «849 
South Molton) .. §=845 


Question put. 
‘* That sub-section 8 stand part of clause.’” 


The House divided :—Ayes 238 ; Noes 70. (Division List No. 210.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 20, line 39, leave out ‘from value’ to ‘shall’ and insert ‘and shall 
also apportion in proportion to rateable value, every amount to be raised 
partly off any urban and partly off any rural district in the county, and any 
amount apportioned as aforesaid to an urban oistrict, and also any urban 
charge leviable off an urban district.’”—' Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


[ Mr. Speaker] ... ane 
Mr. MeKenna_ (Mon- 
mouth, N.) os. <<e  -OOS 


853 Mr. Athinson... _ “- Soa 


‘The House divided : Ayes 239; Noes 69. (Division List No. 211.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 26, leive out from beginning to clause 23."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 
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Discussion :— 
Mr. Lambert... ess! (SRT Mr. Gerald Balfour soe ©6857 


[ Mr. Speaker] ... wwe “Ot 
Question put— 
‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment agreed to without a Division. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 27, line 34, leave out from beginning of line to end of line 5 in page 
28, and insert— 


‘*Every debt, claim, or demand which is directly or indirectly payable 
out of the poor rate, and which becomes due after the passing of this Act, 
shall be paid within the half-year (whether the first or the second six months 
of the local financial year) in which the same was incurred or became due, 
or within three months after the expiration of such half-year, and not after- 
wards : provided that the Local Government Board may, if they think fit, 
extend the time within which — may be made to a time not 
exceeding twelve months from the date at which the same was incurred or 
became due. 


‘*If any person claiming any such debt, claim, or demand commences any 
legal proceedings within the time hereinbefore limited, or the time to which 
the Local Government Board may grant extension, and with due diligence 
prosecutes such proceedings to judgment or other final settlement of the 
question, such judgment shall be satisfied, notwithstanding that the judg- 
ment is recovered or the final settlement arrived at after the expiration of 
the said time, and all proceedings taken by mandamus or otherwise for 
enforcing such judgment without delay shall be ceemed to be within the 
operation of this enactment.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) a cad we §=6898 


The House divided :—Ayes 70; Noes 254. (Division List No. 212.) 


On Question that the sub-sections be added to the Bill, 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy oe 861 [ Mr. Speaker] sins --. 865 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 861 The Chancellor of the Law- 
[Mr. Speaker] ... as “SGI chequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Mr. J. Redmond (VWater- Bristol, iV.) on sas, S60 
ford) ... hen «oe» “O62 Mr. Dillon... aes ..- $66 
[Mr. Speaker] ... wee 862 [ Mr. Speaker] nee ... 866 
Mr. Channing (North- Mr. Broadhurst «0 > ee, ISOM 
ampton) ee .. 863 [ Mr. Speaker] ae ive, SGT 
[Mr. Speaker] ... ... 863 Mr. Broadhurst sate ... 868 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... ... 864 ir. L. H. Courtney (Cornwall, 
Mr. Channing ... ... 864 Bodmin) = ... 868 
Mr. Lloyd-George -» 864 Mr. J. Redmond bs .. 868 
Mr. J. Redmond «ee S04 Mr. Lambert ... ee 1. =868 
Mr. Lloyd-George w. ©8865 
Question put— 
‘“*That the Debate be now adjourned” aes a oe «« 810 
The House divided :—Ayes 80; Noes 275. (Division List No. 213.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To omit the words ‘twelve months’ in order to insert ‘two years.’” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George siete RES MS ae ase Pad i 
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Question put— 
“That ‘twelve months’ stand part of the Amendment ” sie woe 6874 
The House divided :—Ayes 271 ; Noes 83. (Division List No. 214.) 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 28, line 12, at end, add— 
“Provided that in a county borough the council may, if they think fit, 
either immediately prior to or at the beginning of each local financial year. 


make one poor rate for the whole financial year, and collect the same in equal 
moieties, one moiety for each half-year.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,,, ree YW 3 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 877 Mr. T. M. Healy... wae UE 


Debate adjourned at 5.30. 


Discussion on Business of House :— 


The First Lord of the Mr. T. M. Healy .. --. 879 

Treasury = ‘ele: Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Mr. T. M. Healy owe S878 Regis) ‘a ns --- 879 

The First Lord of the The First Lord of the Trea- 
Treasury aa ... 878 SUTY..- oa Ba oes, “OUD 

Mr. Channing ... ee 87D 
BILLS ADVANCED. 

Companies Act (1867) Amendment (No 2) Bill—Read the third time, and 

passed Site “ aise sion py aa wee 879 


Rivers Pollution Prevention (Border County Councils) (No. 2) Bill—Con- 
sidered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment; Read the 
third time, and passed see Bee oes Oe 


eee 


Mussel Fisheries (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee ... Ses ee. 880 


Crause 1. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 
Trusts (Scotland) Bill—Read a second time, and committed for To-morrow 88U0 


India Office (Store Depot) Bill—Reported from the Seleet Committee, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
298]; Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 298] ; Bill re-com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House for To-morrow _... --- 880 


BILL WITHDRAWN. 


Superannuation (Metropolis) Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn on ner ae rae mee --- 880 
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MISCELLANEOUS. 





Pusiic Petitions Commirrer—Eighth Report brought up, and read; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ies a Sea ree .» 880 


PETROLEUM—Report from the Select Committee with Minutes of Evidence ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 299]... -- 880 


House adjourned at 5.40. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, ltrn JULY 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the ‘Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with—Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension, Cardiff 
Railway ; the same were ordered to lie on the Table... ne .- «6881 


Sranpinc Orpers Commirrer—Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in the case of the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Bill ought to be dispensed with and the Bill allowed to 
proceed, provided that clauses 87 to 92 be struck out of the Bill, unless 
the approval of the Bill by the shareholders of the Great Western and 
of the Great Southern and Western Railway Companies, be proved 
before the Select Committee to whom the Bill is referred, and that 
clauses 44 to 56 be struck out of the Bill, unless the approval of the 
shareholders of the Waterford, Dungarvan and Lismore and of the 
Fermoy and Lismore Railway Companies be proved before the said Com- 
mittee, and that proof be given before the said Committee that the Bill 
has been approved of by the shareholders of the Fishguard and Rosslare 
Railways and Harbours Company ; Read and agreed to ees -. §=©881 


Bolton, Turton and Westhoughton Extension Bill—Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next oes ae es aie — as ne swe S62 


Liskeard Corporation (Water) Bill a ip -anene Amendments eon- 
sidered, and agreed to fee ; at née Sere 
Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill—House to he in dacs To-morrow 882 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. " Bill—Houre to be in Com- 
mittee To-morrow... ais 4 ‘ a me ake ove, CGE 


Local Government Provisional Orders uaa " Bill—Houre to be in Com- 
mittee To-morrow ... = si ; aa sais eam ees 682 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. nis Bill—R — of Amend- 
ments to be received To-morrow ee ‘ eee ..- 882 
Leyton Urban District Council Bill—Reported with Amendments ... «ee 882 


London Building Act (1894) Amendment Bill—Reported without Amend- 


ment... eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee oo - OR 
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Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water etsiililabaaie from the Select 
Committee with Amendments : . 882 


Sheffield District Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; Read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table ; the orders made on the 5th of July and Friday last discharged, 
and Bill committed ... see ane Sais ae ees ane « “SBE 


London County Council (Money) Bill—Moved, That the order made on 
the 8th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 28th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be read the 
second time; Agreed to; Bill read the second time accordingly ... 883 


Cardiff Railway Bill—Moved, That the order made on the 8th day of Mareh 
last, * That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a second time after Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be read the second time ; Agreed to; 
Bill read the second time accordingly ee ae sles ae ... 883 


London County Council (Money) Bill—Committed ... — nen . 883 


Cardiff Railway Bill—Committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection aos ahs _e ia ee as ee! SRS 


London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill—Read the third time, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons... wwe B60 


Mumbles Railway and Pier Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments ; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons oe ere igs Shite —— are <a awe sos SOS 


Barry Railway Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons eae as aoe as --. 884 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendment agreed to re es. won Oe 


Norwich Electric Tramways Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to ae nee ae roe ‘ioe see ... 884 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to owe SS-+ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill — Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to = ove od .. 884 


Cardiff Corporation Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to sen — ea ar ae oak ae .- S884 


Dundee Corporation Tramways Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the Commons, 
agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to on ve valk eee ise se mt .. 884 


eee 


Middlesex County Council sacielli i from the Select Committee with 
Amendments < Be see ner aie wel nae ... 884 


Gas Light and Coke ae sai diane from the Select Committee 
with Amendments ... 884 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill— Reported from the 
Select Committee without Amendment, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House To-morrow... sa ae ate ses wee ‘SOS 

























Cardiff Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Five Lords appointed a Select Committee on the Windsor Dock, Cardiff, 
Bill, do form the Select Committee for the consideration of the Cardiff 
Railway Bill ; Read, and agreed to ; all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bill to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bill — ... 885 


Southampton Gas Bill—The Queen’s consent signified, and the Bill reported 
with Amendments ... mea “<s oes ay ace oi we. §=885 


Maldon Water Bill—Reported with Amendments ... i = see “885 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Epucation (ScoTtanp) (Western Diviston) — General Report for the 
year 1897, by T. A. Stewart, Esq., M.A., LL.D., one of Her Majesty's 


Chief Inspectors wi wae did 885 


Fisneries (Ireranp)—Annual Report of the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries 
for the year 1897... nee ah a ia io ee «os O85 


War Orrice—Report of « Committee appointed by the Secretary cf State 
for War to consider the Decentralisation of War Office business ; with 
Minutes of Evidence ay ia ea ste ers cea soe 885 


Light Raitways Act, 1896, Lauper Ligur Rattpway Orver (1898)— 
Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a light 
railway between Fountainhall Railway Station and Lauder, in the 
counties of Midlothian and Berwick. Presented [by Command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... vr ae ies — ae ... 886 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—Amendments reported 
[according to order], and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow... 886 


PUBLIC BILL BUSINESS. 


Borough Funds Bill [1.1.]—House in Committee ... _ sine ... 886 


CrauseE 1. 
Amendment proposed— 
* Page 1, line 5, leave out ‘1897’ and insert ‘1898.’”"—’ Lord Harvis.) 
Discussion :— 
Lord Harris irs ... 886 Earl Beauchamp aoe ... 886 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Question put—— 
‘** That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ... 886 
Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
‘**That clause 2 stand part of the Bill” ,,, .. 886 


Motion agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** After clause 2, insert as a new clause— 


**(1) No expense in relation to the promotion of a Bill in Parliament shall 
be charged under the Borough Funds Act, 1872, unless the requirements 
of this section have been complied with. 


**(2) Where the council of a borough or urban district have resolved to 
promote a Bill in Parliament and the Bill has been deposited, notice shall 
be advertised in some local newspaper circulating in the borough or district 
on one day in two successive weeks stating—(a) the title of the Bill; and (b) 
that the Billhas been a. and the date on which it was deposited ; 
and (c) that copies of the Bill may be inspected at a place within the borough 
or district specified in the notice between the hours of ten in the forenoon 
and five in the afternoon on every week day for twenty-one days after the 
date of the first advertisement, and that extracts may be taken free of 
charge; and (d) that the mayor or chairman may at any time within 
twenty-one days after the first advertisement of the notice be required by 
such number of the electors as is in this Act mentioned to take the opinion 


of the electors by poll as to the expediency of proceeding with the Bill or 
any part thereof. 


‘*(3) The first advertisement must be made within seven days from the 
deposit of the Bill.”"—(Lord Harris.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Lord Harris 


887 
Question put. 
New clause agreed to. 
CLaAvseE 3. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 1, leave out from ‘the’ in line 14 to ‘not’ in line 15, and insert 
‘ first advertisement of the notice required by this Act.’”—(Lord Harris.) 

DIscUssION :— 

Lord Harris ... bee ib ; 887 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘Line 16, after ‘than,’ insert ‘one hundred electors or,’ and after 
*e'ectors’ insert ‘ whichever may be the less.’”—(Lord Harris.) 


g2 
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Discussion :-— 
Lord Harris ... Seis its mas Ai tai aes ass 6888 
Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That clause 3, as amended, stand part of the Bill”... pee F 8&8 
Motion agreed to. 
CLAUSE 4. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 2, line 20, leave out ‘adequate’ and i: sert ‘not less than seven 
days.’"—(Lord Harris.) 
Discussion :— 
Lord Harris ... an nia ah aa _ ned .»- 888 
Question put. 
Amendient agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Line 23, after ‘ effect,’ insert ‘and shall be published by affixing it on 
or near the principal door of each church or chapel in the borough or district, 
and at the place were notices relating to the council are usually exhibited.’ ” 
—(Lord Harris.) 
Discussion :— 


Lord Harris... .- 888 Earl Beauchamp gas .-. 889 

Amendment agreed to. 
Question put— 

“That clause 4, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ... — —— 
Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 

“That clause 5 stand part of the Bill” ... i a ot ... 889 
Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 

‘‘ That clause 6 stand part of the Bill” ... J. af. ys ... $89 
Motion agreed to. 
New clause proposed— 


‘* Insert as a new clause after clause 6— 


‘* Where the mayor or chairman of the council is unable or unwilling 
to perform any duty under this Act the council shall appoint some cther 
person to perform the duties tor him.’—(Zord Harris.) 
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DiscussION :— 
Lord Harris ... eS ne ms ae sis oes ... 889 
Question put— 
“That thisclause behere inserted”  .,,, os See See ... 889 


Motion agreed to. 


3 CLAUsE 7. 
Amendment proposed— 
* Line 9, after ‘ shall’ insert ‘when taxed by a taxing officer of one of the 
Houses of Parliament or allowed under the Borough Funds Act, 1872.’”"— 
(Lord Harris.) 
Discussion :— 
Lord Harris ... ea sia ihe és ae oe coe GOD 
Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 
38 
Question put— 
‘* That clause 7, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ..., sats ... 890 
Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
‘* That clause 8 stand part of the Bill” ,,, oe _ ee ... 890 
Motion agreed to. 
Cause 9, 
889 Amendment proposed— 
‘Leave out clause 9.”—(Lord Harris.) 
Discussion :— 
- Lord Harris... ... 890 Lord Harris ... wea -.. 891 
889 Earl Beauchamp ... 890 
Question put— 
‘“‘That clause 9 stand partofthe Bill” ,., sate poe ae .. «6891 
889 Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
‘That clause 10 stand part of the Bill ” de _ nee sce, GOR 
889 Motion agreed to. 


CrauseE 11, 
Amendments proposed— 


‘ Page 5, leave out lines 1 and 2 and insert ‘references.’” 
‘‘ Line 4, leave out ‘reference’ and insert ‘references '’—(Lord Harris.) 891 


Question put. 


Amendments agreed to. 
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Question put— 

























‘That clause 11, as amended, stand part of the Bill’... ars oe ©6899 


Motion agreed to, and Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee. 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill—House in Committee. 


CLausE |. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 7, after ‘marriage’ leave out ‘between a man and his deceased 
wife's sister.’”—(Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal) so = oe 20] 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 9, after ‘provision’ insert ‘between a man and his deceased 
wife’s sister, both being domiciled therein.’”—(ZLord Strathcona ard Mount 


Koyal.) 
Discussion : — 
The Lord Chancellor Lord James of Hereford... 892 
(The Earl of Halsbury) 891 The Lord Chancellor vex. (O00 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 2, line 1, leave out from ‘Act’ to the end of the clause.”— 
(Lord Stanley of Alderley.) 


Discussion :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 893 Lord James of Hereford... 893 
Question put. 


, Amendment negatived. 


Question put— 
“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill”... are we «894 


Motion agreed to. 


Question put— 
**That clause 2 stand part of the Bill ” ius ite iis “ae. "Cm 


Motion agreed to, and Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee. 


National Monuments in Churches Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 
Discussion :— 


The Earl of Camperdown 894 Lord Belper ... ae w.. 895 


Bill read a second time. 
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BILLS ADVANCED. 


Union of Benefices Bill—House in Committee (according to order); Bill 


reported without Amendment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ... ies was aa ae ele ae. ALE se ©8895 


National Monuments in Churches Bill [1u.1.J]—Read a second time (ac- 
cording to order); and committed to a Committee of the whole House 





To-morrow ... ie a mas aoe sie ei ae w. §=895 
Libraries (Offences) Bill—Amendments a sia dling to wank and 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow oe Me : we 895 
)] Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ae — ser ... 896 
Solicitors Bill [1.1 -]—Amendments meee titi to order), and 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow . ; a i ... 896 
Companies Act (1867) Amendment ™ 2) Bill—Read the first time, and 
to be printed. [No, 154] .. 2 Rae ... 896 
Rivers Pollution Prevention (Border aide ein oo 2.2) Bill—Read 
the first time, and to be printed. [No. 155] ee 896 
92 
93 House adjourned at 5. 
COMMONS : THURSDAY, l4rn JULY 1898, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Rhondda and Swansea Bay Railway Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, 

493 and agreed to eee wien ae =e ao oe ree .- 896 
Cromer Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... .. $96 
Drogheda Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... --. 897 
Wigan Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 897 
Bacup Corporation Water Bill [1.1 en the third time, and oe 

894 with Amendments ... sa : - oes . a . 897 
Buenos Ayres Northern Railway Bill ume ee the third time, and 

passed, without Amendment ne we oe te? soe OST 
Colonial Bank Bill (a. —— the third time, and passed, without 
$94 Amendment . ‘ mee wu <- OT 
Dover Harbour Bill teiciuiniiaia’ Consent signified; Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments vis _ oes vee -« 897 
London, Chatham and Dover stata Bill as 1 Niaaideasy the third ™ 
and passed, with Amendments <e : oe ; 897 
895 Walker Estate Bill [1.1.]—Read the third aa and iii without 


Amendment . ae xe wer Ae - eee * os GON 
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Folkestone Water Bill hs L.|—As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time... ee ; ee ee ves ware wa COO 


St. Marylebone Churches Bill [1.1.]—On the order for Second Reading, 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘* That the Bill be read a second time upon this day three months.”— 
(Mr, Brynmor Jones.) 


DEBATE :— 


Mr. Brynmor Jones... 898 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 


Mr. C. Morley (Breck- Regis) ee als x 910 
nock) . 904 Mr. E. Morton (Devonport) 913 
Mr. Boulnois ( Maryle- Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 914 
bone, E.) 905 The First Lord of the 
Sir J. Brunner (Cheshire, Treasury (Mr. A. J. Bal- 
Northwich)... 908 four, Manchester, E.) ws Ole 
Mr. Carvell Williams Mr. Brynmor Jones ... oe 914 


(Notts, Mansfield) ... 909 Sir J. Brunner ne s« 916 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.”—W. E. J, C. Morton.)... ss OIG 
The House divided :—Ayes 106, Noes 217. (Division List No. 215.) 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Mr. Lewis one oe 917 [ Mr. Speaker] oe oe 920 
Mr. Buxton (Tower Mr. Buxton ... ne «o- “920 


Hamlets, Poplar) ... 919 


Question put— 

‘* That the word ‘now ’ stand part of the Question” .,., ne coe |68926 
The House divided :—Ayes 220, Noes 128.—(Division List No. 216.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to; Bill read a second time, and 


committed. 


General Power Distributing Company Bill [u.1.]—Ordered, That Standing 
Order 73 be suspended in the case of the General Power Distributing 
Company Bill [1.1.], and that the Examiners have leave to sit and 
proceed To-morrow.—(Dr. Farquharson) ea wa ae ies “DR 


PETITIONS. 
Aliens Bill—Of the Individualist Club, against ; to lie upon the Table... 924 


East Inpia (ContaGious DisEases)—Against State Regulation : From 
Great Yarmouth, Port Sunlight, and Birstall ; to lie upon the Table ... 924 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—From Bodmin, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table eee ove oe one see eos 925 
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Answer, The President of the Board of Trade aaa T. Ritchie, 
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FortucomiInG Bustness—Questions, < Buxton (Tower Hamlets), Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) and Sir 
W. Foster (Derby shire, Ilkeston) ; pistes The First Lord of the 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Mr. Ryper took the oath and his seat for Gravesend, in the room of Colonel 
Palmer, who since his election has accepted the Chiltern Hundreds... 963 


SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM STANDING ORDER )—Motion— 


‘“‘ That the proceedings on the Local Government (Ireland) Bill, if under 
disc ussion at 12 o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the eerie 
Order, ‘ Sittings of the House.’”—( Mr. Balfour) an 964 





The House divided :—Ayes 282 ; Noes 101. (Division List No. 217.) 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—House resumed consideration of 


the 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill, as amended in Committee... ice SOT 
Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 23, line 15, to leave out clause 45.”—(Mr. McKenna.) 
Discussi10ON :— 
Mr. MeKenna  (Mon- Colonel Saunderson ... sen ee 
mouth, NN.) ... 5 967 Mr. Lambert . .. 983 
The Chief Secretary to Mr. Davitt ( Mayo, S. ) .. O84 
the Lord Lieutenant of Colonel Saunderson ... w. §=984 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Mr. Gerald Balfour... .» 985 
Baifour, waite Cen- Mr. Davitt : wi --- 985 
eval) 2: 970 Mr. Abel Thomas ( Car- 
Mr. T. Shaw (Hawi ‘ch marthen, EF.) eas ... 986 
Burghs) ‘ 971 Mr. Cripps eee 
Mr. Gerald Balfour woe ONT Stroud) . .-- 987 
Sir IV. Lawson (Cumber- Mr. Gerald Balfour. om OST 
land, Cockermouth) ... 976 Mr. S. Evans.. Be ... 988 
y = T. M. —e wos OTe Mr. Cripps ... 988 
» WV. Lawson. 978 Mr. Broadhurst ( Yislon ste We 988 
Tcleuct Sandilees son (. ine Mr. Gerald Balfour... .-. 989 
magh, N.) ae see OED Mr. Broadhurst aisle 989 
Mr. Lambert (Devon, Mr, Whittaker (York, WV ‘R. A 
South Molton) «oe ©6961 Spen Valley) way 991 
Co! vant Saunderson  ... Q82 [ Mr. Speaker ] se ves GON 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 932 Mr. Pinkerton (Galwty) «2. 992 


Mr. Lambert ae in ee 
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Question put— 
‘*That the words ‘ the poor rate shall be made,’ stand part of the Bill” 994 
The House divided :—Ayes 236; Noes 78. (Division List No. 218.) 
Another Amendment proposed— 
Pm 28, line 13, after ‘made,’ insert the word ‘half.’”—(Mr. Lloyd- 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
narvon Boroughs) ... 997 Forest of Dean)... . 1003 
The First Lord of the Mr. Davitt... ane «+ 1003 


Treasury dos .» LOO] Mr. Lambert ... mes -»» 1004 


Question put— 
‘*That the word ‘ half’ be there inserted” ae an ans ... 1006 
The House divided :—Ayes 43: Noes 182. (Division List No, 219.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘“Page 28, line 14, leave out from ‘hereditament’ to the end of sub- 
section 1."—(Mr, Lloyd-George) ... dr a ware ows sos LOOT 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


we Page 28, line 17, after ‘lodgings’ insert ‘and except that if made here- 
tofore in respect of a half rent under section 63 of the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Act, 1838, and the enactments amending the same, it shall continue to be so 


made.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... < oe one eee .-» LOOT 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 28, line 19, after the word ‘rate,’ insert the words ‘except in 
respect of any increase in the poundage of such rate which may accrue after 
the commencement of this Act.’”—/(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Discussion :— 


Mr. Lloyd-George _ ... 1008 Sir C. Dilke... sis --- 1010 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 1010 


Question put— 
‘‘ That those words be there inserted ” ... see oes ae .-- 1010 
The House divided :—Ayes 60; Noes 151. (Division List No. 220.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 28, line 19, leave out ‘and any contract to the contrary respecting 
such deduction shall be void.’ "—{ Mr. Lloyd-George. ) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Lloyd-George  ... 1013 Mr, Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 1014 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1014 Mr. McKenna i «- 1014 
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Question put— 


Page 


‘« That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill” ... 1O16 
The House divided :—Ayes 163 ; Noes 48. (Division List No. 221.) 
Amendment proposed— 


** Page 28, line 22, at end, add ‘ provided always that this section shall 


not apply to any county borough, borough, or town as defined in this Act.’” 
—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Dillon eens «oo LOTT Mr. Flynn (Cork, el .«- 1025 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1021 Mr. Dillon... ..- 1027 
Mr. Dillon - 1021 Sir C. Dilke ... am «oo LOBE 


Mr. Serjeant He -mphill... 1023 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... We 1027 
Mr. McKenna ... --. 1024 Mr. Lloyd-George ... sos LOZT 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1025 Mr. Lambert ... 1 ..- 1028 
Mr. McKenna ... see FOZS 


The House divided :—Ayes 95; Noes 174. (Division List No. 222 


Amendments proposed— 


** Page 28, line 32, after ‘or’ insert ‘other urban district or the com- 
‘missioners of any. 


“ Page 28, line 37, after ‘lodgings’ insert ‘and except that if made here- 
tofore in respect of a half rent under section 63 of the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Act, 1838, and the enactments amending the same, it shall continue to be so 
made.’ ”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)  «.. wes wir = ame .- LOST 


Agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 30, line 11, to leave out ‘any charge in connection with.’ 


‘*Page 30, line 42, leave out from ‘authority ’ to end of line 44, and insert 

‘in the execution of the Labourers Act, 1883 to 1896, when incurred in the 

standard year, shall not be deemed to have been special expenses within the 

meaning of this section, and when hereafter incurred, whether in respect of 

transactions begun before or after the passing of this Act.’ (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ,,. dias ae ont wae aes wie 031 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 31, line 25, leave out ‘ said salary of one trained nurse,’ and insert 
‘salary of the trained nurses. "—(Sir 7’. Lea.) 
Discussion :— 


Sir T. Lea (London- Mr. Gerald Balfour . 1032 
derry, S.) en ««- 1032 Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, S) 1033 


Question put— 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill” .-» 1033 
Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


* Page 31, line 29, after ‘workhouse’ insert ‘ or engaged in the teaching 
of destitute or pauper children.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy) eee 10383 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 16, after‘ Lord Lieutenant’ insert ‘on the report of the 
Commissioner of Valuation of those facts.’”"—(.Wr. Gerald Balfour) zex 1088 


Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 32, line 19, at end, insert ‘provided that this section shal] be held to 


apply to harbour charges in Bray, Dungarvan, and Kinsale.”"—(M,;. /. 
O'Connor.) 


DIscUSsION :-— 


Mr. J. O' Connor ( Wick- Mr. Davitt... ‘ vse, 1OBA 
low, WW.) eae «e- 1033 Mr. Gerald Balfour «ce, AOS 
Mr. Flynn oF .-. 1034 
(Question put, and Amendment negatived. . 
Discussion continued :— 
Mr. Serjeant Hi mphill... 1034 Mr. Plunkett wor was BOa4 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 24, after ‘counties’ insert ‘at wangtid a Gerald 
Balfour) ie nist ene ius eae Hen ; : soe TOSS 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 23, line 25, at end, insert ‘and.”"—(.Mr. Gerald Lalfour) . MOSS 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 33, line 26, leave out from ‘ not’ to ‘ counties’ in line 27, and insert 
‘if it is conveniently possible to av oid it, be divided between more than two 


counties, and shall not in any case be ‘divided — een more than three.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... ~_ see set eee ay ee 1085 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 33, line 28, leave out ‘so.’ —(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... sow 1OaG 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 28, leave out ‘two counties’ and insert ‘more than one 
county. —(.Mr. Gerald Balfour)... whe sen is pads ees. 1038 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 29, after ‘part’ insert ‘so far as it is not contained in 
an urban sanitary district.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour ) ... 


Agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


“Page 33, line 29, after ‘size’ insert ‘and rateable value.’” 


“ Page 33, line 34, leave out ‘two counties’ and insert ‘more than one 
county.” ”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) wee 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 33, line 36, at end of line insert as a separate sub-section— 
“Where the boundary of any county or borough or county district or 
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other area is altered by or in pursuance of this Act or any Order in Council. 


made thereunder, the consequential alterations of the ordnance map shall 
be as soon as may be made through the Commissioner of Valuation in 
manner directed by the Lord Lieutenant in Council.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Discussion :—— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 1036 Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposedl— 
* Page 34, line 11, at end, add— 


‘The power of the Local Government Board to divide a poor law electoral 
division into wards or to combine poor law electoral divisions for the purpose 
only of election shall cease, bus nothing in this Act, nor in any Order made 
thereunder, shall affect—(a) any power of the Local Government Board in 
relation to sanitary districts under section 7 of the Public Health Act, 1878; 
or (b) the general power of the Board to combine, divide, or otherwise alter 
district electoral divisions; and the Board in the exercise of any such power 
may divide any townland. 


‘* Provided that any Order of the Local Government Board combining, 
dividing, or otherwise altering district electoral divisions, if made after the 
first day of May in any cslen ar year, shall apply to lists of electors in the next 
calendar year, and to any register of electors formed out of such lists, and to 
elections held after the time at which the register of electors so formed has 
come into force, and shall not apply previously.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour ) ... 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 34, line 16, after ‘ militia,’ insert ‘police registration.’ ”—/( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


eee eer eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 34, line 25, after ‘shall,’ insert ‘subject to variation of boundaries,’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) “ae 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 34, line 30, leave out from ‘of the’ to ‘or’ in line 32, and insert 


“‘Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885.’"—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) 
Agreed to. 


eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 34, at end, add— 


‘The court house of acounty at large when situate within a county of a 
city or town shall, while it continues to be such court house, be deemed to 
form part of the body of such county at large ; provided that if any court 
held for the county of the city or town is hcld in such court house, the 
court house shall then be deemed, for the purpose of the jurisdiction of 
that court, to be part of the body of the county of the city or town. 


“Tt shall be lawful for Her Majesty the Queen, on petition from the 
council of any borough otner than a county borough by letters paten', to 
revoke the grant of the commission of the peace for the borough, and to 
make such provision as to Her Majesty seems proper for the protection of 
interests existing at the date of the revocation. 


“‘ Notwithstanding anything in this Act, the same officer shall continue 
to be clerk of the Crown, and when the offices of clerk of the Crown and 
clerk of the peace are amalgamated, shall be clerk of the Crown and peace 
for the county of Antrim and for the county of the city of Belfast constituted 
by this Act, and the same officer shall continue to be clerk of the Crown 
and b mone for the county of Londonderry, and for the county of the city of 
Londonderry constituted by this Act. 


“ Nothing in this Act shall affect the provisions of section 25 of the 
Municipal Corporations (Ireland) Act, 1843, nor the provisions of section 1 
of the Quarter Sessions (Ireland) Act, 1845, which relate to the county of the 
city of Kilkenny. 

“‘The Juries (Ireland) Acts shall extend to any county of a‘vity con- 
stituted by this Act in like manner as if it were mentioned in the same 
class in the first and second schedules respectively to the Jurors Qualifi- 
cation (Ireland) Act, 1876, as that in which the e unties of the cities of 
Dublin and Cork are mentioned. and jurors’ books shall be made for such 
county of a city accordingly.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) a 


Question put— 


* That these words be inserted” age we ee 


Amendment proposed to said proposed Amendment— 
‘*Line 6, after the word ‘town,’ to i: sert the words ‘and any court now 


held in the county of Dublin may also be lawfully held in a court in the 
county of the city of Dublin and vice versd.—( Mr. T. M. Healy) 5 


Question put— 
‘That these words be inserted in the proposed Amendment” ,,, ne 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Words inserted in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 37, line 20, after ‘ business’ to add ‘and if such board room and 


offices are situat> outside their district, to hire a board room and offices.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Lalfour) eis wee eee eee 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 38, line 14, to leave out from beginning of line to end of line 18, 
and insert— 


“The council of a county, upon a proposal made by the council of a 
district in which any old road or public work is situate, or where the 
expenses of the maintenance of the road or work are levied wholly off the 
county, then, without such proposal, may, if the road or work appears to 
such county council to be useless, and they resolve so to do, stop up or 
abandon the road or work ; but if an objection by any ratepayer is lodged in 
the manner and within the time determined by an Order in Council under 
Part VI. of this Act, the said resolution shall be of no effect unless approved 
by the Local Government Board. —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ase wee 1039 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 38, line 40, after ‘council,’ to add ‘or county court.’"—(Vr, 
Gerald Balfour) ee ate vee eee eee tee eee 1039 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 39, line 5, to leave out ‘under the Grand Juries Acts.’”—(M7r. 
Gerald Balfour) es on ae ae ae «+. 1039 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


- a 39, line 8, after ‘surveyor’ to insert ‘or surveyors.’ ”"—(Mr. 7. M. 
eaty) wee > . 


1040 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 39, line 12, to leave out from the second ‘ and’ to ‘be’in line 15.” 
—(Sir Thos. Lea.) 
Discussion —_— 
Mr, Athinson ... re na nee a vo ape .. 1049 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 39, line 26, to leave out from beginning of line to ‘ part’ in line 32.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) < owe a wee eee ... 1040 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 39, line 35, after the second ‘surveyor’ to insert ‘and any such 
secretary or surveyor or assistant surveyor shall not be appointed or 
removed, nor shall his salary be fixed or altered, without the concurrence 
of the Local Government Board, and he shall have such qualifications (if 
any) as may be prescribed.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; see .-- 1040 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 40, line 28, after ‘council,’ to insert ‘ provided that an officer 
shall not be disqualified for superannuation by reason only of his acting 
as an officer of a school attendance committee under the Irish Education 
Act, 1892. ""—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) Seg oY ae: ae ... 1040 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 40, line 37, after ‘officers,’ to add ‘or to the powers of the Lord 
Lieutenant and Privy Council or the Lord Lieutenant under sections 68 


and 69 of the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894.’"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) «-- 1040 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 41, line 1, after ‘necessary’ to insert ‘for the performance of 
their duties in re!ation to lunatic asylums.’”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) . 104] 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“‘ Page 41, line 11, to leave out ‘appointed under this section’ and insert 
‘of a lunatic asylum, save that all reference in that Act to the approval of 
the inspectors of lunatics or of the Lord Lieutenant shall be repealed.’” 
—(Mr, Gerald Balfour)... ea si sis eH _ os. 1041 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 41, line 12, leave out f om beginning of line to ‘ the grant’ in 
line 16.°—(.Ur. Gerald Balfour) : wee ah mits ... 1041 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“* Page 41, line 19, after ‘ officer,’ to insert ‘and any such superintendent 
or medical ofticer shall not be appointed or removed, nor shall his salary be 
fixed or altered without the concurrence of the Lord Lieutenant, and he 
shall have such qualifications (if any) as may be prescribed.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... ae “es aes a Sea aa ee .. L041 
Agreed to. 
Amendmeit proposed— 
‘Page 41, line 26, after ‘treasurer,’ to insert ‘and in the case of the 
clerk.’"—(.Ur. Gerald Balfour) M ae 1041 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Paga 42, line 14, to leave out sub-section 1 of clause 67."—(M/™. Dillon.) 
Discussi0Nn :— 
Mr. Dillon oe 1O42 Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Done- 
Captain Donelan (Cork, gal, W.) ae ..- 1053 
Ba) xa mer ... 1046 Mr. Hayden ... rnc 1053 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 1046 Mr. Gerald Balfour... see, 1OSD 
Mr. Swift MacNeill... 1O47 Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 1047 PF ives oe —_ «-. 1053 
Mr. Flynn “we .-» 1048 Mr. Vesey Knox( Londonderry) 1058 
Colonel Saunderson ... 1048 Mr, Plunkett (Dublin Co., S.) 1062 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.)... 1049 Mr. Vesey Knox ihe ... 1062 
Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, Mr. T. M. Healy ... 1063 
| eee re --- 1051 Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 1051 Patrick)... wes ... 1066 
Mr. Hayden( Roscommon, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ... LO67 
S.) ose oe --- 1052 Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- 
Mr. Dillon ee ews A002 pool, Scotland)... see 1068 
Mr. Swift MacNeill... . 1068 


The Houre divided :—Ayes 165; Noes 74. (Division List No. 223.) 
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Page 
Amendment proposed— 
‘“* Page 42, line 16, at end, insert ‘ until a period of two years has passed 
after the passage of this Act.’"—(Mr. Murnaghan.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Murnaghan «» 1073 Mr. Gerald Balfour we 1073 
Question put— 
That those words be there inserted ” v ..- 1074 
Negativ. ; 
Amendment proposed— 
* Page 42, line 19, uardians,’ insert ‘or commissioners of a 
town.’ ”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... sis man 1074 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 42, line 21, after ‘ elector,’ insert ‘ or resident, as required by this 
Act.’”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) eco eee eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 42, line 21, at end, insert— 


‘* Any member of the council of a county or county district or board of 
guardians or commissioners of a town who, after the passing of this Act, is 
convicted of acting when disqualified, or of voting when prohibited, shall, 
for a period of seven years after such conviction, be disqualified for being 
elected or being a member of the same or any other such council, board, 
or commissioners.”—-Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Vesey Knox w» 1O74 Mr. Gerald Balfour eve 
Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘ Page 42, line 27, at beginning, insert ‘ outside a county borough.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... oes a sie a ee oe 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

* Page 42, line 30, after ‘ district,’ insert ‘and such direction, ‘if given, 
may authorise the poll for a councillor for a district electoral division to be 
taken outside that division, if it is taken within the county electoral 
division comprising it.’"—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) a oe eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 42, line 30, leave out ‘ and,’ and make the rest of the sub-section 
into a new sub-section.”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... see ose eee 


Agreed to. 


1074 


1074 


1074 


1074 


1074 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 42, line 31, after ‘election.’ insert ‘of such councillors. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.)... ae ee atte “+6 one ww LOT4 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 42, line 35, leave out from ‘of a’ to end of line 36, and insert 
‘rural district council shall be the fifth day, and of a county council the 
twelfth day next after the said day of election of councillors.’ "—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour) ... she sas ae a ‘eid as .. 1074 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 42, line 37, at beginning insert ‘outside a county borough.’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) wee oes ane ae ee ua ove OTS 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 42, line 39, leave out ‘ninth day of June which,’ and insert ‘ day 
next after the said day of election of councillors, which day.’”—(Wr. Gerald 
Balfour)... ae ie oan ov — re ee eve BOTS 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 43, line 2, leave out ‘in a town or township having commis- 
sioners,’ and insert ‘ of the commissioners of a town.'”— Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1075 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 43, line 4, to leave out ‘twenty-fifth day of November,’ and insert 
‘fifteenth day of January.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Daly ee ow LOTS Mr. Gerald Balfour we 1075 
Sir J. Haslett... vee LOTS 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 43, lines 6 and 7, leave out ‘first day of December,’ and insert 
‘twenty-third day of January.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... ais ..- 1O76 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 43, line 9, leave out from ‘ office’ to end of line 12, and insert — 


‘*(2) In the case of the council of a borough the ana J day of election 
of councillors and aldermen shall be the fifteenth day of January, and the 
———- meeting of the council shall be held at noon on the twenty-third 

ay of January, and at such hour on such other three days before the 
fifteenth day of January then next following as the council at the quarterly 
meeting in January decide. 
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‘*(3) The first business transacted at the said quarteriy meeting in Janu- 
ary sha!l be the election of the mayor, and the outgoing mayor shall retire 
and the newly-eiected mayor shall come into office on the ordinary day of 
retirement of the mayor, or as soon after as the new mayor has made a 
declaration accepting the office. and the ordinary day of retirement of 
mayor shall be the day of the said quarterly meeting. or if the council have, 
by a general resolution, so directed, the following twenty-third day of 
February. 


“*(4) In a county of a city or town the selection of three persons qualified 
to fill the office of sheriff shall be part of the business transacted at the said 
quarterly meeting in January, and the day of that meeting and the ordinary 
day of retirement of the mayor shall ss be substituted for the 
first day of December and the first day of January, in section 4 of the Muni- 
cipal Privilege (Ireland) Act, 1876, 


**15) In the case of the council of any borough or urban district, or the 
commissioners of any town, the outgoing aldermen, councillors, and com- 
missioners shall retire, and the newly-elected aldermen, counci.lors; and 
commissioners shall come into office on the sixteenth day of January, and 


that day shall be the ordinary day of retirement of aldernen, councillors, 
and commissioners. 


“*'6) The fact that an outgoing mayor, chairman, alderman, councillor, 
or commissioner has ceased, upon the new register of local government 
electors coming into force on the previous first day of January, to be a local 
government elector, shall not disqualify him for continuing in office untél the 
above-mentioned ordinary day of retirement of mayor, chairman, alderman, 
councillor or commissioner, as the case may be, and also, if he is a mayor or 
chairman, and anew mayor or chairman has been elected, until that new 


mayor or chairman has made a declaration accepting the office.—-(M7. Gerald 
Baljour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Flavin ae ... LOT6 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ... LOTT 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 43, line 12, at end, insert ‘Where any members of ajoint coms 
mittee or joint board are appointed by any county or district council, 
whether under this or any other Act or an Order in Council, and the coun- 
cil are elected triennially, the members appointed by such council who are 
in office at the date of any triennial election shall continue to be members 
of such joint committee or board until the day after the first meeting of the 
newly elected council, and the consideration of the appointment of such 
members shall be part of the business at the said meeting after the election 
of mayor or chairman.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) make my 536 owe LOTT 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 43, line 14, at end, add ‘an election in any urban county district a 
may be held and the poll may be taken at any suitable place within the 
borough or town which the urban district council may appoint.’”—(.i/1. 
Condon.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour ... wis ae wae ae mas «oe 1077 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“‘ Page 43, line 17, leave out ‘ fixed’ and insert ‘appointed under Part 
VIII. of this Act.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) Se ee .«- LOTT 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“‘ Page 44, line 8, after ‘demand,’ insert ‘less 10 per cent. which may be 
deducted as and for the cost of collection, irrecoverable rates, pensions, and 
office expenses.’”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ee 10TT Mr. T. M. Healy... -» 1079 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. 1078 Mr. Flynn... owe +» 1079 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1078 Mr. Gerald Balfour... +» 1079 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Transpose clause 68 so as to come after clause 51.”—(M/r. Gerald 
Balfour) ... wae oh cae aa see ue ea wae 


Agreed to. 


1079 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 46, line 21, after ‘send,’ insert ‘without payment. "—/Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ... eee as a ove re - vos LOUD 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 46, line 24, leave out ‘ such’ and insert ‘the said.’”—/ Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) bets aie sie eer oo ais are ..» 1079 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 46, line 24, after ‘ union,’ insert ‘and the Evidence Act, 1851, shall 
apply as if the copy were a certified copy within the meaning of that Act, 
and every person shall have the same right to inspect and take copies or 
-extracts from the said copy as he would have if it were a poor rate, and 
section 70 of the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and any other enactment 
relating to such inspection, copies, or extracts; shall apply accordingly.’ ”"— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee tee we ea re ae --- 1079 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“‘Page 46, line 38, leave out sub-section 1."-—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .., 1080 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 47, line 1, leave out from ‘electors’ to ‘shall’ in line 2."— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .., sate vee jae as wae .-- 1080 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 47, line 4, at end, insert ‘Where persons are entitled in respect 
of the ownership of a freehold, copyhold, or leasehold qualification in an 
electoral division of a Parliamentary borough to be registered as Par- 
liamentary electors for the county and not for the Parliamentary borough, 
the names of such persons shall be entered in a separate list for such 
division, and that list shall, for the purpose of local government elections, 
form part of the local government register of electors for tt:at division, and 
for the purpose of Parliamentary elections shall form part of the register 
¢ ee electors for the Parliamentary county.”—(Mr. Gerald 

aifour. 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Vesey Knox --» 1080 Mr, Atkinson... oss --» 1081 
Mr. T. M. Healy --- 1081 Mr. Vesey Knox... --» 1081 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


**To leave out from the word ‘list’ in line 5 to the word ‘for’in line7.”— 
(Mr. Vesey Knox) ,,, ‘iors awe Sue ps oo See .-- 1081 


Question proposed— 


“*That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... see vue 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


--» 1082 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 47, line 16, after ‘several’ insert ‘ district..”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 48, line 11, at end, add— 


‘*(11) For the purpose of carrying out the revision of the lists of 
Parliamentary electors and the local government register of electors of 
the county borough of Dublin, the present revising assessors for the 
borough of Dublin are hereby appointed to be Dublin revising barristers, 
subject to the provisions and with the like powers as if they had been so 
appointed under an Act passed in the twentieth and twenty-first years of 
the reign of Her present Majesty, entitled ‘An Act to enable the Lord 
Lieutenant to appoint revising barristers for the revision of lists and 
registry of voters for the city of Dublin.’”"—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill )... 1082 


Ruled out of order. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 50, line 7, after ‘relating’ insert ‘amongst other matters.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... ws ae ci ae er .-- 1082 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“* Page 50, line 37, after ‘guardians’ insert ‘and town commissioners.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .,,, sais wee wes eee ee ..- 1082 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
**Page 50, line 37, after ‘ guardians’ insert ‘and town commissioners, 
and committees appointed by or comprising members of any of such 
councils, guardians, or commissioners.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Jordan. eee 1083 [Mr. Speaker] ons .-» 1083 
Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 51, line 30, before ‘Act’ insert ‘or any other.’’ —(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) 7 : aie : nae a .-» 1083 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 51, line 35, after ‘sessions’ insert ‘ard councils, authorities, 
and officers affected by the Act.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) set .-- 1083 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 51, line 37, at end, insert ‘for securing to existing officers until 
they begin to receive remuneration under the provisions of this Act the 
like remuneration as they would have received if this Act had not passed.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)  ,., ne one ies ses wa ..- 1083 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 51, line 38, after ‘for’ insert ‘regulating. ”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ae ws ous a 


Agreed to. 


1083 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 53, line 1, after ‘councils’ insert ‘or guardians.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) wae eee 


Agreed to. 


1084 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 54, line 6, at end, insert ‘the expression ‘county at large” 
shall include “ riding at large.”’”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy) mers ..- 1084 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 54, line 12, at end, insert ‘the expression “‘ presentment sessions” 
includes road sessions and special road sessions.’”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1084 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 54, line 14, after ‘jury’ insert ‘and presentment sessions.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) : ..» 1084 


Agreed to. 


eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 54, line 23, at end, insert ‘the expression ‘‘judge or assize” 
shall, as respects the county of Dublin, or the county of the city of Dublin, 
mean the high court or any judge thereof.’”—/.M/r. Gerald Balfour) ... 1084 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


Page 


“Page 54, line 32, at end, insert ‘the expression ‘‘ maintenance,” when 
used in relation to any road or public work, includes the reasonable im- 
provement and enlargement of such road or work.’”—(M/. Gerald Balfour) 1084 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 59, line 25, to leave out ‘day appointed’ and insert ‘appointed 


day.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour} a ae ns e 1084 
Agreed to 
Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 56, line 10, at end, insert ‘the expression “ pensionable office” 
means an office coming within the provisions of any Act authorising the 
grant of a superannuation allowance. "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ..- 1084 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 56, line 10, at end, to insert— 

‘‘The expression ‘Dublin Metropolis Police Acts’ means the Ac's 
specified in Part V. of the first schedule to this Act; each of the Acts 
relating to the Dublin collection of rates specified in Part IV. of the first 
schedule to this Act is in this Act referred to by the short title in that 
schedule mentioned.’”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) sae oe ... 1085 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
_ “Page 56, line 18, to leave out from the first ‘mentioned’ to end of 
line 19."-(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... oa eels ae ee ... 1085 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 56, line 29, at end, to insert— 

‘The Order of the Lord Lieutenant in Council relating to the division 
of Tipperary may be varied by the Lord Lieutenant in Council, so as to 
bring the same into conformity with this Act and with the Orders in 
Council made in pursuance of this Act, but otherwise shall continue in 
force.”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) ae nae < aa oes .-- 1085 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘‘Page 56, line 31, after ‘council’ insert ‘or county court.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) Sar wes ame asks eae aes nee ..- 1085 
Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 57, line 7, to leave out ‘seven’ and insert ‘fourteen.’”—(Mr. 

Gerald Balfour) ... eas ses aides eats wa — ... 1085 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 








**Page 57, line 9, at beginning of line, insert ‘the foregoing provisions 
of.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) bas 2 ba i es .»- 1085 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 57, line 10, at end, add— 


“The Local Government Board in the case of the first election—(a) 
may give a direction under this Act with respect to a district electoral 
division not being a polling district, although there is no representation 
made by the county council ; and (b)ifof opinion that any district electoral 
division ought to be divided, may allow more than one councillor to be 
elected for that division, and in that case each elector in that division 
shall »t the first election have one vote, and no more, for each of any 
number of persons not exceeding the number of councillors authorised by 
the Board to be elected for that division. 


‘*A poor law electoral division as adopted in fact for the purpose of 
registration in the year one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight 
shall be deemed to have been legally so adopted, and shall, except so far 
as the Local Government Board otherwise direct, be a district electoral 
division for the purpose of election of county and rural district councillors 
and guardians at the first election under this Act..""—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1085 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 57, lines 13 and 14, leave out ‘twenty-fifth day of November’ 4 
and insert ‘fifteenth day of January.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... .  ... 1086 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 57, line 14, after ‘and’ insert ‘except in the county boroughs of 
Belfast and Londonderry.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ie ne +. 1086 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*Page 57, line 16, after ‘day’ insert ‘next after the day.’”—(Mr. 


Gerald Balfour) 1086 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 57, leave out lines 18 and 19."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) .-» 1086 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 57, line 19, at end, add— 


‘*Provided also that members of joint boards shall not be disqualified 
from sitting on such boards by reason of their ceasing to be members of 
the constituent authorities which they have up to the twenty-fourth day 
of November next represented, but shall remain in office until the termi- 
nation of the term for which they were originally appointed to serve on 
such boards.”—(Mr, Plunkett.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Plunkett... » 1086 Mr. Gerald Balfour... oo» 1087 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. CXXV 
[July 14.] 
Amendment proposed— 


Page 


‘* Page 57, line 20, after ‘county’, insert ‘other than a county borough.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) «+ sue cee ose oes rae ee LOST 
Agreed to.. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 57, line 20, after ‘assizes,’ insert ‘or in the —— of Dublin at 
the Easter presenting term.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) es sis ... LO87 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 57, line 21, after ‘chocse,’ insert ‘or seca a committee to 
choose.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) hie ‘i set oe .»» L087 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Paye 57, line 30, leave out from ‘shall’ to ‘their’ in line 31, and insert 
at. "—(Mir. Gerald Balfour) eee see eae sae wee «.- 1087 


pas to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 57, line 39, after ‘ chosen,’ insert ‘and additional councillors so 
chosen or appo nted shall also be *additional guardians.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) aie ie ae “oe cen ae pee ..- LOST 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 58; line 1, after ‘this’ insert ‘part of this.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
dalfour)  , ee cies eat <a a Nae eee ... 1087 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 58, line 15, leave out ‘existing. ”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) eo. 1087 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 58, line 16, to leave out the words ‘county solicitors.’”—Mr, 
Flynn), ies ‘its : ae ee aon ... 1087 


Question proposed— 


‘** That the words ‘ county solicitors’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr, Flynn ie ... LO88 Mr. Daly... ae ... 1089 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... LOSS Mr. Murnaghan sigs .-- LO89 
Mr. Crean (Queen's Mr. T. M. Healy... ... 1089 

County, Ossory) .-- 1088 Mr. Gerald Balfour... .-- 1090 
Mr. Jordan ne ... LOSS Mr. Atkinson... ae .-- L090 
Mr. Atkinson... ... LOSS Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ..» 1090 
Mr. Daly ... 1088 Mr. Pinkerton = .-- 1090 
Mr. Gerald Balfour .-- 1089 


The House divided :—Ayes 184; Noes 36. (Division List No. 224.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“* Page 58, line 19, leave out ‘existing.’” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) --- 1090 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 58, line 21, leave out ‘ who,’ and insert ‘ provided such deputy.’” 
—(Mr. Plunkett) .., Be ie ee ee ao ab: ..- 1090 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 58, line 22, after ‘office,’ insert ‘and also any assistant to the 
secretary of the grand jury who has devoted his whole time to the duties of 
his office, and who has beem employed in such duties for not less than three 
years previous to the date of the passing of this Act.’’—/Mr. Flynn) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Flynn ave ... 1091 Mr. Gerald Balfour... .» 109] 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“* Page 58, line 23, leave out the first ‘ existing.’’--( Vr. Gerald Balfour) 1092 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 58, line 27, leave out from ‘urban’ to end of line 28, and insert 
‘county district.’”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) ate owe ore coe 1092 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 58, line 40, at end, insert—‘ And the former service of any exist- 
ing county surveyor in any county other than that of the county council to 
whicn he is transferred shall, for the purpose of superannuation, be reckoned 
as service under that council; provided always that such other county or 
counties shall be bound to pay to such county council, by way of contribu- 
tion to such superannuation, such sum as the Local Government Board shall 
determine to be the proporticn properly payable by such county or counties.’ ” 

—(Mr. Pinkerton) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... wats ee és ae ats ..- 1092 


Amendment, by leave, withdraws. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 58, line 40, after ‘ service,’ insert ‘and the service of any existing 
county surveyor in any other county shall be reckoned as part of his service.’”j 
—(Mr. Plunkett) ... we sa oe ae tae ae ... 1093 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 58. line 41, after ‘jury, insert ‘or any existing assistant county 
surveyor. “—(NSir U'hos. Lea) . ane aes ner: ate see 


Agreed to. 


1093 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 2, to leave out from ‘council’ to end of sub-section.” 
ee. ae a a ae ee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 59, line 2, after ‘hundred, insert ‘and ten.."—(Mr. Flynn) . ... 1093 
Question proposed— 

‘That the words ‘ and ten‘ be there inserted ”,,, 1093 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed. 

“Page 59, line 3, after ‘then,’ insert ‘or at any time thereafter during 


the period of five years immediately following said last day of March.’” 
(Mr, Plunkett) ,,, = wee as = mar on --- 1093 


Question proposed— 
‘“*That those words be there inserted.” 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Plunkett... «-- 1093 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «. 1093 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
Page 59, line 6, after ‘abolished,’ insert ‘and such allowance shall be 


calculated upon the prescribed scale upon the number of years of completed 
service.””"—/ Mr. Flynn) : - ... 1094 


Question proposed— 


‘““That those words be there inserted.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour ... as .-. LOO4 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘‘Page 59, line 29, to insert the words ‘every county council shall 
within one month after the first meeting.’”—(Mr. Dillon) me ... LOO4 


Question proposed— 


‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISscUSsION :— 


Mr. Dillon ne ... 1094 Mr, Dillon... eth ... LO9O4 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... \O94 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 59, line 11, at end, insert—‘ Provided, however, that such com- 
pensation shall be two-thirds, and in any other case not less than one- 
half, of the salary and emoluments then payable to or receivable by such 
secretary.”—(Mr. Plunkett) ame nee See oar oe eee 1094 


Agreed to. 


Améndment proposed— 
“* Page 59, line 12, after ‘the,’ insert ‘ expiration of five years from the.’” 
(Mr, Plunkett ) We Gos eae oan aha aie es «-- 1094 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 60, line 3, leave out ‘deputy,’ and insert ‘assistant.’” 
(Mr. T. M. Healy) one mere ume — ome oie iad 


Amendment negatived. 


1094 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 60 line 5, to leave out ‘such.’ and insert ‘rate."—(Mr. 7. M. 
Iealy) eae ae wie aes oe ee mie .-» L095 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 60, lined, after ‘collection insert ‘or the collection of other public 
rates.’”"—(Mr. Flynn) aie aes nas wei sie ose .- 1095 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 60, line 7, leave out ‘new officers,’ and insert ‘ officers not trans- 
ferred to or previously employed by the council.’”—(.Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1095 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 60, line 8, at end, insert— 


‘* Provided that any existing poor rate collector of the guardians who 
shall express his willingness to serve shall be entitled to be preferred as an 
officer under such scheme.”—(Captain Donelan) ,,, ae yas ... 1095 


Question proposed— 


‘‘ That those words be there inserted” es ee gai ... 1095 


Discussion :— 
Captain Donelan «vs, LOSS Mr. Gerald Ba/four... .-- 1095 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 60, line 11, leave out from ‘ received’ to ‘a gratuity,’ in line 21, and 
insert— 


‘“* An existing officer (a) if he holds a pensionable office, and has within 
the prescribed time notified his willingness to serve, shall, if he is not 
continued by the scheme as an officer of the county council, be entitled to 
receive from the county council the same compensation under this Act as 
if his office were abolished ; and (b) if he holds a pensionable office, and has 
not within the prescribed time expressed his willingness to serve, and is 
not continued by the scheme as an officer of the county council, shall be 
entitled to receive from the county council a gratuity; and (c) if he does 
not hold a pensionable office, and either within the prescribed time 
expresses his unwillingness to serve, or is not continued by the scheme as 
an officer of the county council, shall be entitled to receive from the county 
council a gratuity. Every gratuity shall be.”—(.WVr. Gerald Balfour) ese FOGG 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 60, line 13, after ‘councll,’ insert ‘or who, if continued, 
expresses his unwillingness to serve,’ ”—(Mr. Plunkett) : wa ... 1096 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 60, line 33, leave out from ‘hold’ to end of line 35, and insert ‘a 
pensionable office.""—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; a stb ... 1096 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 61, line 2. after ‘union,’ insert ‘or dispensary district.'""—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) oe a iol = oes ..» 1096 


Agreed to 


Amendment proposed 





“Page 61, line 3, after‘ becomes, insert :in the opinion of the Local 
Government Board."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee sh aia .-- 1096 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 61, line 9, after ‘the,’ insert ‘approval of the Local Government 
Board, any county or district council may at any time make a special 
agreement with any of their officers as to the conditions upon which he is 
to enter into or continue in their service, or as tothe manner in which his 
duties are to be discharged, and any such agreement shall be binding upon 
such council and their successors, and upon such officer; and, in the 


absence of any such special agreement, then.” ’—(Mr. Plunkett) .., ... 1096 
5 Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 61, line 17, leave out ‘salary,’ and insert ‘remuneration.’” 
D —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... sale wen oes are ore «oe LOOT 
i) 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
95 “Page 61, line 18, Jeave out ‘sanction’ and insert ‘determine.’” 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) pan was as a ees «ee LOOT 
Acreed to. 
VOL. LXI. [Fourtn Sertes.] i 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 61, line 25, after‘ district,’ insert ‘ or on an urban district out of any 
borough or corporate fund.’"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy) ean on -»» 1097 


question proposed— 
‘“‘ That those words be there inserted ” oe aa ae «-- 1O97 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 61, line 34, at end, insert— 


“ Any difference as to the council to whom an officer is transferred by 
this Act shall, in the absence of agreement, be determined by the Local 
Government Board.’ '—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ey: oma 3 ... 1097 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 61, line 43, at end, add— 


*(20) Every pension, allowanee, or other compensation granted under 
this section shall be payable to, or in trust for, the officer to whom it is 
granted, and shall not be assignable for nor chargeable with his debts or 
other liabilities."—(Wr. Plunkett) .,, ae sien eb ae we. 1097 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 62, line 1, after the first word ‘clerk,’ insert the words ‘or any 
other officer.’"—( Wr. Field),,, ot sa ats a sie oo LOOT 


(Question proposed— 
‘** That the words ‘ or any other officer’ be there inserted ” see ...» 1097 


Ainendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 62, line 3, leave out the words ‘ or incapacity.’"—(Mr, Plunkett) 1097 


(juestion proposed— 
‘* That the words ‘or incapacity’ stand part of the Bill” whe «-- 1098 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amend: 
‘*Page 62, line 8, after the word ‘service,’ insert the words ‘on the 
abolition of office.” —( Mr. Plunkett) ees ried pel aes ... 1O98 


Question proposed— 
‘That those words be there inserted ”,,, eels abs sae «-- LO98 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 62, line 12, leave out the word ‘Treasury’ and insert the words 


‘Local Government Board * instead thereof."—(.Ur. Fie ld) 1098 
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Question proposed— 
‘* That the word ‘ Treasury ’ stand part of the Bill ” 


eae as ... 1098 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“‘ Page 62, line 17, before ‘ peace,’ insert ‘Crown and.’ '—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour) 098 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 62, line 22, leave out sub-section 2.”— (Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1098 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 62, line 25, leave out sub-section 3.’—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1098 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

** Page 62, line 33, at end, add— 

‘* Every existing justice of the county of the town of Galway, or the 
county of the town of Carrickfergus, shall be a justice of the county of 
Galway or of Antrim, as the case requires, in like manner as if he were 
named a justice in the commission of the peace for such county; and the 
said county of the town shall, until any other district is made, form part of 
the county petty sessional district to which it adjoins, or if it adjoins more 
than one snch district, then of the district with which it has the longest 
common boundary, and any such existing justice shall, except when at 
quarter or general sessions, act only within the petty sessional district of 
which such county of a town forms part.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) «-» LOOS 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 62, line 36, leave out the words ‘if he were to retire on the 
appointed day, and insert the words ‘when he shall hereafter retire’ 
instead thereof."—(Sir John Colomb) , 1099 

Question proposed— 
. ae the words ‘ if he were to retire on the appointed day’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 
Discussion :— 
Sir J. Colomb (Great Mr. Jordan... at ... L099 
Yarmouth)... ... 1099 Mr. Dillion... ees «os LOO 
Mr. T. M. Healy ..- 1099 Mr. Gerald Balfour... was LIOO 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1099 Sir J. Haslett (Belfast, N.)... 1100 
Mr, Flynn ee ... 1099 Mr. Vesey Knox --. 1100 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

**Page 62, line 39, after the word ‘misconduct,’ to insert the word 

‘incapacity. "—(Mr. Vesey Kno.r) ae J 1100 
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Question proposed— 


‘That the word ‘incapacity’ be there inserted.’ 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ae dis ane = oe sia 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 62, line 40, after ‘to the,’ insert‘ Acts and.’”—/(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... sad diane ose oe ae wae eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 62, line 41, at end, add— 

“For the purpose of the provisions of this part of this Act with respect 
to existing officers, the expression ‘ qualified for superannuation allowance,’ 
shall mean qualified as regards age and length of serviee, and the devotion 
of his whole time to the service.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


DIscUSssION :— 


Mr. Flavin shia «os EEOT Mr. Atkinson... 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 62, after line 41, add— 


‘‘The qualification for a superannuation allowance herein referred toshall 
be having had on the appointed day a minimum service of twenty years, 
anything in the Local Officers Superannuation (IreJand) Act, 1869, or this 
Act to the contrary notwithstanding.”—(Sir Jas. Haslett) ae 


Agreed to. 


Amendment propose¢— 
“Page $3, line 13, after ‘irrecoverable,’ insert ‘or from sufficient cause 
he has been unable to collect same before the appointed.’—(Sir John 
Columb) . eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘**Page 63, line 13, leave out from ‘irrecoverable’ to ‘ he,’ in line 15."— 
(Sir Juhn Culomb) ,,. pet oes ae oe des a me 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 63, line 22, leave out ‘may,’ and insert ‘shall.’"—(Sir John Colemb) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 63, line 24, at end, add— 


**Nothing in this Act shall prevent any high constable and collector or 
collector of a barony or district from collecting in like manner, as if this 
Act had not passed, any county cess comprised in any warrant held by him 
prior to the next spring assizes, whether he had lodged the amount thereof 
to credit of the county treasurer or not, and for the purpose of such collection 
such warrants shall remain in full force and effect for the period of two 
years from the date of their issue, and, notwithstanding any provision to the 
contrary in any existing Act of Parliament contained, such high constable 
and collector or collector of a barony or district shall, by virtue of such 
warrant, be entitled to enforce within the period aforesaid the collection of 
all county cess included therein by distress or other legal process, except 
such portion as may be dealt with as irrecoverable or uncollectable under 
the provisions of the next succeeding paragraph of this section. 


‘* Provided that if such constable or collector alleges that any portion 
of the said cess not recovered by him is at the appointed day irrecover- 
able, or from sufficient cause uncollectable, and that if this Act had not 
passed he would have been relieved by the grand jury from paying that 
portion, or that such portion, if paid in by him, would have been presented 
to him by the grand jury, he may apply to the county council to relieve him 
from so paying that portion, or if he has paid it to the county treasurer, to 
repay him the sum paid; and the county council, if it seems, having regard 
to the diligence used by the high constable or collector, and to the poundage 
he received in respect to the collection, and to all the circumstances of the 
case, equitable to grant the application in whole or in part, may so grant 
the application and pay the necessary sum as part of their expenses in the 
execution of this Act. 


‘** Provided always, in the event of the refusal of such application by the 
county council, the high constable and collector or collector of a barony or 
district may appeal from such refusal to the Local Government Board, who 
shall entertain the subject matter of such appeal, and make such order 
thereon as to them seems just, 


‘Provided nothing in this section shall affect the right of the county 
council to recover such uncollected cess, or so much thereof as they shall 
deem fit, and all provisions in any existing Acts of Parliament applicable 


to the recovery of such cess by grand juries shall apply to the county 
councils under this Act.”—(Sir John Colomb) N se es Die! 


ae 1102 
Question proposed— 
‘*That these words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Daly siete .-- 1103 Mr. Dillon ... sek ..» 1104 
Mr, Atkinson ... «ss 1103 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ... L104 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 1103 Mr. Vesey Knox “ies .» 1104 
Mr. T. M. Healy soe LIGS 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘ Page 63, line 37, after ‘effect,’ insert ‘as from the gale day next after the 
appointed day.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,,, om wie on .. 1104 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘Page 64, line 25, leave out ‘as person,’ and insert ‘an occupier.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,.. wise ree wee a Ses we» 1104 


Apreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


CXXXiv 





“Page 65, line 2, after ‘rate,’ insert ‘of poor rate or county cess, as 
the case requires.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) amt es net coe LOA 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 65, line 2, at end, insert— 


“Where any change of the rent of a holding, whether by way of re- 
daction, payment, or deduction, caused by the provisions of this section, 
would amount to less than sixpence, no such change shall be made ; and 
where though exceeding sixpence it would involve a fraction of sixpence, 
then, if the fraction amounts to threepence or upwards, the change shall 
include the full sixpence, and if the fraction amounts to less than three- 
pence the change stall exclude the fraction.” —(.Vr. Gerald Balfour) ... 1104 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 65, line 22, leave out from ‘ where,’ to ‘The,’ in line 25, and insert 


‘ part of the holding is agricultural land and part is not agricultural land, shall 
distinguish the rateable value of each such part.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1105 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 65, line 27, at end, insert— 


“Where the existing tenancy of a holding in an urban district is con- 
stituted by a lease of which not less than five years are unexpired on the 
appointed day, then, notwithstanding anything in the foregoing provisions 
of this section, the rent of such holding shaJl be unaltered, but the occupier 
shall be entitled to deduct from his rent such portion of the amount of poor 
rate actually paid by him from time to time in respect of such holding. as he 
would have been entitled to deduct if this Act had not passed, or if he was 
entitled before the passing of this Act, to deduct all the poor rate and county 
cess, then the whole of the poor rate so actually paid.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) «+. “ee ses eae eae nea ae eae ase 2105 


Question proposed— 


‘* That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment preposed to proposed Amendment— 


‘‘Line 2, after word ‘lease,’ insert the words ‘for lives or a lease.’” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy) “s es aes bes sie .-- 1105 


Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted. | 
Agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Transpose clause 90 so as to come after clause 45." Mr. Dillon) ves LEOB 
Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 66, line 10, leave out ‘poor law auditors,’ and insert ‘ officers.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 66, lines 14 and 15, leave out ‘poor law auditor,’ and insert 
‘ officer.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... 


Agreed to. 


eee eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 66, line 27, after ‘ operation,’ insert ‘ Provided that in that year the 
jurors’ lists and books shall be made out by the same officer and in the same 
manner as if the said order had taken effect.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 67, line 3, leave out from ‘ operation’ to end of line, and insert ‘as 
to rural district councils and guardians on the twenty-fifth day of March, 
and as to county councils and urban districts on the first day of April, and 
as to all other matters on the first day of April.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


** Page 67, line 4, after ‘or, insert ‘on.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 67, line 4, after ‘day,’ to insert ‘not more than 12 months.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,, aS 


eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 67, line 5, after ‘as,’ to insert ‘in any case.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
= 
Balfour) nas 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 67, lines 6 and 7, to leave out ‘provisional council or.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) 5 ’ z 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 67, line 14, at end, to add, as separate sub-sections— 


‘** Provided that the enactments relating to the registration of local 
government electors or to the elections, or to any matter required to be done 
for the purpose of bringing this Act into operation on the appointed day, 
shall come into effect on the passing of this Act. 

‘*A reference in any enactment of this Act to the appointed day shall 
mean the day upon which such enactment comes into operation.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 
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SCHEDULE 2. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 70, after line 16, to add ‘Clonmel, eimai om: Newry, 
Galway, Drogheda. ’’ ’—(Mr. Dillon ) eee sire ve LIOT 


Question proposed— 


‘* That those words be there inserted.’ 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Dillon rr vow EVOT Mr. Dillon... oe ««- 1108 
Mr. Gerald Balfour son RIOT 


Ameudment, by leave, withdrawn. 


SCHEDULE 3. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 71, line 18, after ‘ pawnbrokers,’ insert ‘ including the duty paid b 
paw nbrokers in the Dublin Metropolitan area.’"—(Mr. 7. M. Heal, y-) 1107 


Agreed to. 


SCHEDULE 6, 
Amendment proposed— 


* Leave out schedule 6, and insert new schedule 6 (Parliamentary Paper — 
No. 292)."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ne vee es se vse DLOG 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 74, line 12, leave out from ‘ marked “C,’” and insert ‘so,’ where 
the same next occurs, and from ‘ and the clerk of the Crown. ii Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... Bae <e SS pee aw ... 1108 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 74, line 24, after ‘ thirty-four,’ insert from ‘other than those’ to 
‘concerns of the county,’ and from ‘and the whole of such fiscal’ down.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) wae ee coe woe wn .»- 1108 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 74, line 34, leave out from ‘forty-one to end of line 36.” —(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ‘ NYS : aie . 


Agreed to. 


. 1108 


Amendment proposed— 


" Page 75, line 10, leave out from beginning to ‘to’ in line 13, and 
insert ‘ sections sixty.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) was ate ... 1108 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
‘“‘Page 75, line 17, leave out ‘and,’ and insert ‘seventy-four.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ae ae eee eee aaa coe .»- 1108 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 75, line 17, after ‘seventy-five,’ insert ‘ and eighty-one.’”—/(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ... Su or wae ne wes ae coe LAO 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘**Page 75, line 34, leave out ‘section one hundred and ten,’ and insert 
‘in section one hundred and ten the words ‘secretaries to grand junies.”’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ne ee se ean aa eee --- 1108 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 75, lines 46 and 47, leave out ‘sections one hundred and twenty- 
three and,’ and insert ‘section.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) aes ..- 1109 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 75, line 57, after ‘person’ insert ‘or persons injured.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ; oe eee 1109 


eee eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 75, line 57, leave out from ‘to’ to end of line 60, and insert 
‘touching the said offence and.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee «- 1109 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 76, line 47, at end, insert— 

fanddVic.,c.10 | An Act for extending to the county of the , The whole 
| city of Dublin the provisions of an Act passed Act. 

in the nineteenth and twentieth years of His 

late Majesty King George the Third, in Ire- 

| land, intituled “An Act to prevent the 

| detestable practices of houghing cattle, burn- 

| ing of houses, barns, haggards, and corn, and 

| for other purposes,” so far as relates to burn- 


ing of houses 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1109 





Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 76, line 51, leave out from ‘six’ to the end of line 4, page 77.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... sie ene os pee are -e- 1109 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


. Page 77, lines 10 and 11, leave out section nineteen from ‘ provided that 
no sum,’ to the end of the section.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ane ooo LOD 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 77, line 18, after ‘thirty,’ insert ‘and section forty-one.’ "—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) ve 


Agreed to. 


. eee eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 77, line 39, leave out from ‘sixty-one’ to the end of line 40.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... aad 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 76, line 2, after ‘thirty-six,’ insert ‘one hundred and thirty-eight, 
one hundred and thirty-nine to such presentment.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** Page 76, line 20, after ‘prisons,’ insert ‘ and secretaries to grand jury.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) os 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ _* Page 78, line 2, leave out from ‘section’ to ‘term’ in line 5, both 
inclusive, and insert ‘ sections one hundred and twenty-two toone hundred 
and twenty-eight.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 78, lines 7 and 8, leave out ‘one hundred and twenty-three.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to.° 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 78, line 32, leave out from ‘in section four’ to ‘section,’ in line 40 
both inclusive, and insert ‘the whole Act.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 79, line 28, leave out ‘sections one and two, and insert ‘the 
whole Act.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) » 3 ae 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 80, line 15, after ‘forty-nine.’ insert ‘and,’ and after ‘ fifty’ leave 
out ‘and,’ and insert ‘section fifty-two from ‘‘but in case where” to 
‘*Monday following”; section fifty-three, except as regards the mayor; 
section,’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 80, line 17, after ‘fifty-five,’ insert from ‘shall cause’ to ‘year 
and.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee sxe a2 ae are a2 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 80, line 39, leave out from ‘similar’ to ‘to’ in line 44, both 
inclusive.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ity ie : mid 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 80, line 47, before ‘auditor,’ insert ‘municipal commissioner.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“*Page 80, line 47, leave out from ‘and’ to the first ‘and’ in line 49, 
and insert ‘ or commissioners.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 52, leave out from ‘in section’ to ‘council ’ in line 54, 
both inclusive."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... vee ios a os 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 80, line 54, at end of line, insert ‘section eighty-three from 
“and in like” to end of section.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 80, line 55, before ‘auditor,’ insert ‘municipal commissioner.’”’ 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ‘ 


Agreed to. 


oe eee eee eee 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 80, line 58, after ‘assessor,’ insert ‘and the words “or com- 
missioners ’’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) eee ies ae aie 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 4, after ‘auditors,’ insert ‘and from “and every 
municipal” to ‘‘his office.”’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
_ “Page 81, line 7, before ‘or auditor,’ insert ‘or municipal com- 
missioner.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) ee eels see seis 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
‘“Page 81, line 11, before ‘auditor,’ insert ‘commissioner.’ ”—/Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) oa “ oes wee ‘ee eee “i ows: DDS 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 12, at end of line, insert ‘and the words ‘auditor 
or asscssor,” and the words ‘‘or by a person qualified to vote for the com- 
missioners "for such borough, and such person,”’ where those w — next 
occur; and the words ‘or town fund,’ 


‘In section ninety-two the words ‘or board of municipal commis- 
sioners,’ ‘or commissioners,’ and ‘or is qualified to vote as aforesaid,’ and 
the words ‘or board,’ ‘or chairman,’ nd ‘or commissioner’ wherever they 
occur, and from ‘ the whole’ to‘ whole council or board,’ and from ‘and the 
said quarterly meetings’ to the end o section. 


‘*In section ninety-three the words ‘or board of commissioners’ and 
the words ‘or board’ wherever they occur. 


“In section ninety-five the words ‘or board’ wherever they occur,” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) e6 aS ee re ins soe UES 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 13, at end of line, insert ‘section one hundred and 
twenty-five,’ from ‘provided further’ to the end of the section. 


“In section one hundred and twenty-nine, from ‘or on account’ to 
‘of this Act,’ the words ‘or commissioners, and from ‘or person’ to * such 
commissioners.’ 


**In section one hundred and thirty the words ‘or commissioners.’ 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) nae ne es nes es ‘ae sax BEEZ 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 81, line 16, after ‘words,’ insert ‘or commissioners’ and ‘or , 
commissioner and. om" Mr. Gerald Balfour) : sii ao coe LETS 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 81, lines 18 and 19, leave out ‘section one hundred {and thirty- 13 
eee eee eee eee o 


eight.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 32, leave out from ‘four’ to the end of line 36,.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ea ee aie ee ae . 11138 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 82, after line 7, insert— 


35 and 36| The Corrupt Practices(Muni-| The whole Act so far as un- 
Vic., c. 60 | cipal Elections) Act, 1872 | repealed. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 11138 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
% Page 82, in the third column, leave out lines 17 to 34 inclusive, and 
insert ‘ the whole Act, exceptso far as itis — - _ Act or enactment.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) a ai ae ea ooo REL 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 83, line 36, after ‘ upwards,’ insert ‘and from ‘or the chairman,” 
down to “be in force.”’ "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ae aes oe Pte 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, after line 6, insert ‘section seventeen.’ ae Gerald 
Balfour)... ey vee ao a beh és US 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 83, lines 8 and 9, transpose these lines to come in after ‘1847,’ in 
line 25, as a new paragraph.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) “ se. LETS 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 81, line 35, after ‘section,’ insert, as a fresh paragraph, ‘section 


five from ‘and at the like times ” to the end of the section.’’ a Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) ... wee ne ae ae se oe LIA 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 81, line 39, leave out from ‘twenty-six’ to end of line 47, and 
insert ‘except so far as it affects the title of any — real or personal.’ 
-(M?f. Gerald Balfour) Gale — ee " woe BEES 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 82, lines 6 and 7, leave out ‘so far as they relate to urban district 
councils.’"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; ie wae oer sca EES 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 83, line 9, after ‘section,’ insert ‘and the rest of the section, 
except so far as it applies to any case where a rate can, under the pro- 
visions of this Act, be made on the immediate lessor.”’ — Gerald 


Balfour)... oes ss aie awe Jere cee DS 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, leave out from the titties of line 10 to ‘section,’ in 
line 13.°.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,.. De ete ae ae eee: Da 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 83, lines 16 and 17, leave out ‘sections twenty-two and twenty- 
three,’ and insert ‘section twenty-two.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ears 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 19, leave out ‘twenty-four,’ and insert ‘twenty-three.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... eae ae soe siete eat te 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 83, line 20, after ‘ one,’ insert ‘and section thirty-five.’” —( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) <a se ae 


eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘ Page 83, line 24, after ‘ten,’ insert ‘and twelve to sixteen.” —(Ur. 
Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 83, line 26, after ‘ eight,’ insert ‘so faras regards towns which 
are urban districts.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour ) ... 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 83, line 47, after ‘sixty-two,’ insert ‘ and.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour ) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*Page 83, line 47, leave out ‘ and,’ and insert ‘section.’"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 48, after ‘seventy-five,’ insert ‘except so far as it applies 
to any case where a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, be made on 
the immediate lessor.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) : 


eee 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 84, line 5, after ‘rent,’ insert ‘except so far as it applies to any 
case where a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, be made on the 
immediate lessor."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
any cael ites cae cas ealer Vie govtdions at is’ int, ee ale oe 
the immediate lessor.’ "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) a ea ... 1116 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 84, line 12, after ‘three,’ insert ‘except sofar as they apply to 
any came where a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, be made on 
the immediate lessor.’”— (Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,.. ... 1116 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 84, line 21, before ‘section,’ insert ‘section six and.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) at 


: =e oni ae ses ae 1116 
Acreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“Page 84, line 52, after ‘eleven, insert ‘so far as it applies to any case 
where a rate can, under the provisions of this Act,+ be made on the 
immediate lessor.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) seks ee ce oe’ LEIG 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 85, line 20, leave out ‘ section ten’ to ‘dispensary districts and.’” ; 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... zee awe ae sit ane oa Le 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 86, line 6, at end, insert— 
53 & 54 | The Poor Law Acts Ireland) | Section three. 
Vic., c. 30 | Amendment Act, 1890 | (Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1116 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“* Page 86, line 18, after ‘asylum,’ insert ‘where those words first occur.’” 

—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,,, ae és pve ses aN scan SPE 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 87, line 11, at end, insert— 

53 & 54 | The Pauper Lunatic Section three from 

Vic., c. 31) Asylums (Ireland) Super- 
annuation Act, 1890 


‘‘within the mean- 
ing” down to “‘one hundred and eighteen,” 
and the words * with the approval of the 
inspectors of lunatics, or one of them” and 
the words “or servant’ wherever they 
occur in that section ; and section four. 

—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 
Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 87, line 13, at end, insert— 


The Court Houses (Ire- {| Sections one and two. 
land) Act, 1815 


The Charities (Ireland) The whole Act. 
Act, 1832 


55 Geo. 3, c. 
89 


2 &3 Will. 4, 


| 
c. 85 
| 


: . Section seventy-two from “at the 
3&4 Will. 4, An Act toalterand amend : Prete eas 
c. 37 | the laws relating to the tem- ——e to the end of the 
| poralities of the Church in . i 
| Ireland —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

** Page 87, line 14, leave out ‘the whole Act, so far as unrepealed,’ and 
insert ‘section two, from “and to order” down to such county,” where those 
words next occur ; section three, from or ‘*‘for dividing” to ‘‘this Act,” and 
the words ‘‘or division” ; and section four.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ove WELG 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 87, lines 25 and 26, leave out ‘and from ‘to divide” to “‘division 
or.”’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) iia ee wine whe wt ce Sea 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 88, line 35, after ‘nineteen,’ insert ‘except so far as it applies to 
any case where a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, be made on 


> 


the immediate lessor; and sections twenty-one.’”—(Mdr. Gerald Balfour) 1117 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 88, line 39, leave out ‘commissioners.’”—(M/r. Gerald Balfour) 1118 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 88, line 40, after ‘under,’ insert ‘none.’"—(IMr. Gerald Balfour) 11]8 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 88, after line 44, insert— 


35 & 36 Vic.,| The Local Government | Section four from “ and sav ‘“ 
: ut | 8 s ea 
c. 69 | Board (Ireland) Act, 1872 | the end of the section. 7 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 88, line 47, at end insert— 


38 & 39| The Explosives Act, 1875 | Section one hundred and eighteen from 
Vic., | including” to ‘‘under this Act” so far as 
ec. 17 | relates to county councils other than the 


councils of county boroughs, and from “all 
| expenses incurred in any petty sessions dis- 

| trict” to the end of the section. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour ) 1117 


Avreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 88, line 50, at end of line, insert— 


32 & 40 The Coroners (Dublin) Act, Section three from ‘‘in addition” to “ re- 
Vic., 1876 | quired” and the word ‘‘ further.” 
c. 43 | —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1119 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 89, line 7, leave out from beginning of line to end of line 10.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... cate ate ee siete en woe DL 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 89, line 25, after ‘ section.’ insert ‘three from ‘* equal to” down to 
“said period” and from “provided always that” down to “hold such in- 
qu+st”; and section. "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour oe ote ie sve LEZO 


Avcreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 89, line 31, at end of line, insert— 


46 & 47 The Labourers (Ireland) Section five from ‘ provided that” to 
Vic., | Act, 1883 ‘*number of twelve;” section six from ‘* the 
c. 60 scheme shall also” to *‘ charged ;” in section 

seven the words ‘‘and the proposed area of 

charge,” and from ‘‘the provisional order 
shall also specify” down to ‘‘charged;” in 
section eight the words ‘“‘deciared by such 
order to be;” section seventeen from the 
beginning down to ‘*‘ Part Five of The Public 
Health (Ireland) Act, 1878," and the words 
‘‘out of Which speeial expenses are payable.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 1119 





Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 89, line 34, at end of line, insert— 
18 & 49 The Labourers (Ireland) In section twelve the words ‘‘ declared by 
Vic., Act, 1885 | such order to be ;” and section eighteen. 
c- 77 | 


| 
4) & 5) The Labourers (Ireland)| Section five. 
Vic, | Act, 1886 | 


Cc. 59 

62 & 61 The Military or Section nine from ‘‘ persons not more” to 
Vic., | Act, 1897 “have effect,” being sub-sections one and 
c. 43 two.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ccs Liao 


Acreed to. 
VOL. LXI. [Focurrn Sertes.] k 
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Bill re-committed in respect of the new clauses standing on the Notice 
Paper, and of the four Amendments standing in the name of the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour). Bill considered in Committee —... us tas soo SS 


(In the Committee.) 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 10, line 21, at end, insert — 


‘**(5) Where a county infirmary or fever hospital is under the manage- 
ment of a governing body other than such corporation as above-mentioned, 
the foregoing provisions of this section shall apply, with the necessary 
modifications, in like manner as if the governing body were the said 
corporation. 


{ 

“(6) A ccunty council may, if they think fit, contribute towards the 
rebuiiding, or eniargement, or erection on a new site of any county infir- 
mary. whether such rebuilding, enlargement, or erection takes place after 
the passing of this Act, or is in course of completion at that passing, or 
towards the re-opening of a closed county infirmary, a sum not exceeding in 
the whole one-third of the sums actually received from private donations or 
subscriptions for such rebuilding, enlargement, erection, or re-opening, and 
the foregoing provisions with respeet to the management of the infirmary 
shall apply accordingly.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) om = ove BLED 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


‘Tn line 5, after ‘the,’ to insert ‘completion of an infirmary in course of 
erection at the passing of this Act. ”—(Mr. Murnaghan. , 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Murnagian «oe SEZ Mr. Atkinson... ae dco DEB 
Amendmeit to proposed Amendment, by leave. withdrawn. 


Original Amendment agreed te. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 16, line 35, at end, insert,‘ Any county council may, notwith- 
standing anything in any other Act, contribute to any such county infirmary 
or fever hospital as above in this section mentioned any amount not 
exceeding the amount in that behalf mentioned in the Grand Juries Act, 
1836." —(Ur. Gerald Balfour) ans du poe me ies «on QREE 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 25, line 22, after ‘raised,’ insert ‘and any town which is con- 
stituted an urban sanitary district, or which, being an urban sanitary 
district, is added to a rural sanitary district, sball, if the order for such 
constitution or addition was made before the end of six months after the 
passing of this Act, whether made before or after that passing, and 
whether confirmed or taking effect before or after the end of such six 
months, be treated as having been so constituted or added, as the case may 
be, during the standard yeur.’"--(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ,,., ee sce DOD 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In new clause, ‘loans to boards of guardians,’ after sub-section (5), 
insert the following sub-section :—‘ A loan by guardians shall not be of 
such amount as exceeds, or will make the total debt of guardians under the 
Acts relating to the relief of the poor exceed one-fourth of the total annual 
rateable value of the union. Provided that the Local Government Board by 
Provisional Order may extend the said miximum to double the amount 
above authorised, and the provisions of the Public Health Act and this Act 
with respect to Provisional Orders shall appiy with the necessary 
modifications.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) : as oe ie at 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘* Page 8, after clause 11, insert the following clause— 


‘*(1) The county council, without prejudice to the power under section 
one hundred and sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836, or any other 
enactment, may, for the purpose of the maintenance of the roads in their 
county, whether main or other roads, acquire, purchase, take on lease, or 
exchange any land from which materials may be got for the repair of such 
roads, and may purchase or hire any steam roller, scarifier, or other 
machine, and may place at the disposal of the persons contracting for the 
repair of the roads, materials from the said land, and the use of the said 
steam roller, scarifier, or other machine, upon such reasonable terms as 
may be agreed upon. 


**(2) Section one hundred and sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836 
(which relates to the power to obtain gravel, stone, sand, or other materials), 
shall extend to authorise the digging for, raising, and carrying away of 
grave], stone, sand, or other materials, out of any river or brook ata 
distance of at least a hundred and fifty feet above or below any bridge, 
dam, or weir, where the same can be taken away without diverting or 
interrupting the course of the river or brook, or prejudicing or damaging 
any building, highway, ford, or spawning-bed.”—(VMr. Gerald Balfour) — 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* Page 18, after clause 30, insert the following clause— 


**(1) An urban district council, and if soauthorised by order of the Local 
Government Board a rural district council, may (a) acquire, purchase, or 
take on lease, lay out, plant, improve, and maintain land for a recreation 
ground or public walk; and (b) support or contribute to the support of a 
recreation ground or public walk, or contribute towards the purchase or 
cost of the laying out, planting, or improvement of any recreation ground 
or public walk, when provided by any person and permanently dedicated as 
such ; and (c) make by-laws for the regulation of any such recreation ground 
or public walk, and by such by-laws provide for the removal from such 
recreation ground or public walk, by any officer of the said council or a 
constable, of any person infringing any such by-law. 


‘*(2) The recreation ground or public walk may be either within or 
without the district of the council, if it is convenient for the use of the 
inhabitants of such district. 


‘**(3) Any expenses incurred under this section bya rural district council 
shall be defrayed as expenses under the Public Health Act, 1878. 


“*(4) The acquisition of land for the purpose of this section shall be 
deemed to be a purpose for which land may be acquired under the Public 
Health Act, 1878, and the provisions of that Act with respect to the acquisi- 
tion of land shall apply accordingly. 


**(5) Sections 219 to 223 of the Public Health Act, 1878, shall apply to the 
by-laws made under this section.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) Be ae 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


** Page 34, after clause 53, insert the following clause— 


**(1) Where any county of a city or town becomes by virtue of this Act 
part cf a county at large, then on the application within the prescribed time 
of the council for any district, urban or rural, which comprises all or any 
part of the area of such county of acity or town, the Local Government 
Board shall make an adjustment as between that area and the rest of the 
said county at large respecting the contribution by the said area to the 
county at large charges (whether for the salaries of the county officers or 
main road or other purposes), and as respects the declaration of any roads 
within the said area to be main roads, and any order made upon such 
application in respect of the main roads shall have the same effect as if it 
were a declaration by the county council under this Act in respect of such 
roads. 


“*(2) Any order for adjustment under this section shall be subject to 
appeal within the prescribed time to the Appeal Commission mentioned 
in this Act, and in the event of an appeal the order shall be suspended, but 
shall afterwards operate as from the date at which it would but for the 
appeal have operated or from any later date fixed by the Commission on the 
appeal.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T, M. Healy «. L124 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


**Page 34, after clause 53, insert the following clause— 


‘*(1) If after the expiration of not less than fifteen years from the date 
hereinafter mentioned the council, either of a county or of an urban county 
district as respects the finarcial relations between such county and district, 
or the council of any county district as respects the financial relations 
between that district and any other county district, allege that the said 
financial relations are inequitable and satisfy the Local Government Board 
that there is reasonable ground for that allegation, the Board may inquire 
into the circumstances, and, if they think it just so to do, may by order 
alter the financial relations, but such order where it alters the provisions 
of any local Act or Provisional Order sball be a Provisional Order. 


**(2) ‘Financial relations’ means the relations between the coun'y and 
urban county district, or between the two county districts as respects the 
burden of the expense of the maintenance or construction of any read or 
public work or of the salaries of the county officers or of any other county 
at large or district charges, or as respects any contribution by the county or 
any district to such expenses, salaries, or charges, whether such relations are 
specified in any Act or Provisional Order confirmed by an Act or in any 
agreement or made under Part II. of this Act in respect of any such public 
work, or by any adjustment made in pursuance of this Act or of an Order 
in Council under this Act, or are not so specified. 


‘*(3) The date from which the said fifteen years are to be calculated shall 
be the passing of this Act, or in case of any Act, Provisional Order, agree- 
ment, order, or adjustment made after the passing of this Act, then the 
date at which the Act, Provisional Order, agreement, order, or adjustment 
came into operation, or in the case of an order under this section, then the 
date of that order.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee eee eee eee 


Question put and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘* Page 18, after clause 30, insert the following clause— 


‘** Where a rural district council, under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 
1883 to 1896, hold any land on lease, they may by agreement purchase the 
interest of the lessor or any other superior interest in such land, and shall 
have the same power of borrowing the purchase money as they have of 
borrowing money for the purchase of land under the said Acts, and for the 
purpose of any such purchase an advance may be made under section 18 of 
the Labourers (Ireland Act, 1883, as amended by the Public Works Loans 
Act, 1897.”—(. Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


eee een ere 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read 2 second time, and added to the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
** Page 43, after clause 67, insert the following clause— 


‘** Ballot boxes, fittings, and compartments shall be provided and kept 
for each county and county district and for each electoral division of a 
union situate in an urban district at the expense of the rates of such county, 
district, or union, and may be used free of charge at any Parliamentary 
election for anycounty or Parliamentary borough comprising the whole or 
any part of such county, district, or union, and any damage other than 
reasonable wear and tear caused to the same shall be paidas partof the 
expenses of the election in which they are so used. 


**Tt shall be the duty of the returning officers at any such Parliamen- 
tary election to make use, so far as practicable, of the ballot boxes, fittings, 
and compartments provided in pursuance of this section, or otherwise the 
property of any county or district council, and the court upon taxation 
of his accounts shall have regard to the provisions of this section.”—(Mr. 
(rerald Biulfour) ae ects 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


New clause— 


‘* Where the council of any county borough or any urban district con- 
sider that it would be beneficial for the inhabitants of the borough or 
district that any post or telegraph office should be established within such 
borough or district, or any additional facilities (postal or other) provided by 
the Postmaster General within such borough or district, the council may 
undertake to p»y the Postmaster General any loss he may sustain by reason 
of the establishment or maintenance of the office or the provision of the 
facilities, and any expenses incurred under this section mav be paid in the 
case of a borough out of the borough fund or the borough rate, and in the 
case of any urbsn district not a borough out of the rate out of which the 
general expenses of the council under the Public Health Act, 1878, are 
defrayed.”—(ur, Clancy) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a second time.”— (Vr. Clancy.) 


DIscUSSION :— 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 








Mr. Gerald Balfour... 1127 Mr. Jordan... oie a 
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New clause— 


Page 


‘‘ The boundaries of the county borough of Dublin shall, as from the com- 
mencement of this Act, be the boundaries recommended for the city of 
Dublin by the Report of the Municipal Boundaries Commission (Ireland), 
1879, appointed to inquire into and report on the boundaries of certain 
towns in Ireland, and the boundaries of the city of Dublin shall be extended 
accordingly, and the powers and jurisdiction of the municipal corporation of 
the city shall apply and be in force within the area of the city as so ex- 
tended. The Local Government Board shall, after the passing of this Act, 
make such order or orders as may be necessary or convenient for carrying 
this enactment into execution, and for that purpose shall have all the 
powers conferred on them by this Act or any Order in Council made there- 
under with respect to the alteration of boundaries, the adjustment of 
property, income, debts, liabilities, and expenses, or any matters incidental 
thereto.’”—(r. J. Redmond) aN Hes ae a = es EDT 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘*That the clause be now read a second time."—(.VUr. J. Redmond.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. Redmond coe RUZ The First Lord of the 
Colonel Saunderson — ... 1129 Treasury 229 


ee wae 
Mr. J. Redmond ae a 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


New c¢lause— 


**(1) There shall apply to Ireland so muchas the Lord Lieutenant by 
Order in Council declares applicable of the Allotments Acts, 1887 and 1890, 
and the Local Government Act, 1894, as far as same relates to the acqui- 
sition, the hiring, and the letting of land for allotments. 


**(2) An Order in Council under this section may (a) apply any of the 
said enactments to both county and district councils, or to either of them, 
notwithstanding that they relate to county councils only, or district coun- 
cils only, or to parish councils only ; and (b) make such adaptations of the 
said enactments as appear necessary or expedient for carrying into effect 
the application thereof to Ireland.”—(Mr. Power) 


1130 
Brought up and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘*That the clause be now read a second time.”—/_V/r. Power.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Power oe oe BESO Mr. Gerald Balfour soe LESE 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
New clause— 


“The council of an administrative county may pay out of the county 
fund, as general expenses incurred in the execution of their duties under 
the Local Government Act, 1898, any sum not exceeding thirty-one pounds 
in any one year as an annual or other subscription to the funds of any 
association of county councils which may be formed for the purpose of con- 
sultation as to their common interests, and the discussion of matters relat- 
ing to local government, as well as reasonable expenses of the attendance 
of representatives, not exceeding in any case four, at meetings of the 
association.”—(Mr. Dillon) <_< mM a “ae "an wae 


Brought up and read the first time. 
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The 


Mid-Kent Water Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next 


Usk 


Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘** That the clause be now read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Dillon nd eo SS Mr. Gerald Balfour... ooo DASE 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That the Bill be reported, with the Amendments, to the House.’ 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. T. M. Healy oo) Sie 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, considered. 
Discussion :— 


The first Lord of the Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, 


Treasury 1132 IN Sic sais sel .- 1132 
[ Mr. Speaker | a soe LRBe 


Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next. 
Motion made, and Question put— 


‘That this House do now adjourn.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour’) 1132 
Agree to. 


House adjourned at 5 a.m, 


LORDS: FRIDAY, litrn JULY 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lorp CiHaNcELLok acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 11); Eleetrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13); Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14); Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 1); and the Certificates that the further Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have been complied with—W hitechapel 
and Bow Railway ; St. Helens Corporation ; Keighly Corporation : 

the same were ordered to lie on the Table nee son seis vo Boe 


1133 
Valley Railway Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next... ee 1133 
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Ipswich Dock Commission Bill—The _— s Consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments “ eee 


eee 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 8th day of March last, * That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bill be read the second time ; agreed to: Bill read the 


second time 
accordingly ... 


Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Bill—Moved, That the Order 

made on the 8th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons = ull be read a second time after Tuesd: ay, 
the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 


read the second time; agreed to; Bill read the secoud time aecordingly 


Devonport, Plymouth and Stoke Tramways Bill—Moved, That the Order 

made on the 8th day of March last, “ That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
read the second time : agreed to: Bill read the second time accordingly 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—Committed ; the 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Devonport, Plymouth and Stoke Tramways Bill—Committed 
Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill—Read the third 


Amendimeuts, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


vie 


time, with the 


Dublin Pert and Docks Bili—The Queen’s Consent signified ; Bill 
the third time, with the Amendments; a further Amendment 
Bill passed, and returned to the Comn.ous 


read 
made 3 


Matlock Urban District Council Bill—Read the third 


time, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Paignton Improvement Bill—Brougit from the Commons; read the 
first time, wud referred to the Examiners ... 


Buenos Ayres Northern eegaaiied Bill {u. L. |—Returned from the Commons 


agreed to eee 
Colonial Bank Bill [11.1.}—Returned from the Commons agreed to... 
Walker’s Estate Bill—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Rhondda and Swansea Bay Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendment agreed to 


Cromer Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 


agreed to 


Drogheda Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 


agreed to : ne ea ae oer dae : 
Wigan Corporation Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
ments agreed to 


Bacup Corporation Water Bill ne sna aaa from the 
agreed to, with Amendments - 


Ameud- 


Common: 


Dover Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments . ie 


1] 


Li 


34 
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London, Chatham and Dover Railway Bill [1.1. een from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ... ; an es oie 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bill, viz.:—M. Bristol, E. Camperdown (chairman), L. Colchester, 
L. Plunket, L. Penrhyn; Agreed to, and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at Eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bill — ... ‘ate se ves 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TrapvE Rerorts, 1898—Annual Series : Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance: No. 2156, China (Shanghai with Soochow and 
Hangchow) ; No. 2157, Germany (Prussian Finances, 1890 to 1897). 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 





Crvit List Penstons—List of all Pensions granted during the year ended 
20th June, 1898, and charged upon the Civil List 


PoLLinG Districts (MANCHESTER)—Order made by the Council of the City 
of Manchester dividing into polling districts the several divisions of the 
Parliamentary Borough of Manchester... ase ane oes 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Act, 1888 (County or Kent)—Order of the County 
Council of Kent converting the parish of Cheriton into the Cheriton 
Urban District, under section 57 of the Act, ax confirmed by the Local 
Government Board ... wa en ae oe es 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFFICE (ScoTLtanp) Act, 1898—Order by the 
Secretary for Scotland for the removal from office of Dugald McKechnie, 
esquire, Sheriff of Argyle ; Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table... oa che os iio 


Vigors’ Divorce Bill (ut .]—Message from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before this House, together with the pro- 
ceedings and the documents deposited in the case; Ordered to be 
communicated, with a request that they may be returned 


BILLS ADVANCED 


cal Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill—Committed ; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection —... ove ove 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order of the 8th March, 1898, “ That no Provisional betgad Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be Psd with, and that 
the Bill be now read the second time ; Agreed to ; Bill read the second 
time accordingly... ae ee ves age a ae a 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order of the 8th March, 1898, * That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that 
the Bill be now read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly _... ae Sas awe sae sii Aes 





Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order of the 8th March, 1898, * That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that 
the Bill be now read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly... — Ae ae ae ae si 


Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order of the 8th March, 1898,‘ That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that 
the Bill be now read the second time ; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly... as A aha as “eA 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—Committed toa Com- 


mittee of the whole House on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 18) Bill—Committed ; the Com- 


mittee to be proposed hy the Committee of Selection 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Committed to a Com- 


mittee of the whole House on Monday next 


Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill—Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday next ei ats wae ‘ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Tuesday 
neXt ... eee eee eee eee 


Leith Burgh Provisionai Order Bill—House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Monday next one 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to order); Bill reported without Amendment; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Tuesday 
next... see see see vee see 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Tuesday 
next ... vee see 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—Report of Amend- 
ments (which stands appointed for this day) put off to Tuesday next ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—Read the third time 
(according to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons... os ner ane was sia as ss 


Solicitors Bill [11.1.J]—Read the third time (according to order), and passed, 


and seut to the Commons ... nhs es ioc noes ete 
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Irish SALMON FisHERIES—Motion and Debate ane ae Sit .-- 1140 


‘‘That whereas a Royal Commission was lately granted to consider and 
report on the laws, modes of fishing, and conditions of the Tweedside and 
Solway district fisheries of Scotland, Ireland has now « paramount claim 
upon the Government to appoint a similar Koyal Commission or Committee 
to advise and report upon the salmon fisheries of that country.”—(Ea7l 


of Howth.) 
Discussion :— 


The Earl of Howth ... 1140 The Lord Chancellor (The 


Viscount Clifden «» 1146 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 1147 
The Earl of Mayo -- 1148 
The Earl of Howth — ... 1149 
The Premier and Secre- 
tary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (The 


Earl of Halsbury) ..- 1150 
The Earl of Kimberley ico PESO 
The Premier and Secretary of 

State for Foreign Affairs... 1150 
The Lord Chancellor of Ire- 

land (Lord Ashbourne) ... 1150 
The Earl of Howth ... .-» 1150 





Marquess of Salisbury) 1149 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Benefices (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee ... a sev ree . 1150 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 1, line 8, leave out ‘two months,’ and insert ‘one month.’”— 
(The Earl of Selborne.) 


Discussion — 


The Earl of Selborne ... 1159 Lord Herschell ee .. 1151 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“Page 1, line 15, after ‘auction ‘nsert ‘or otherwise.’”—(Lord 
Herschell. ) 


Discussion -— 


Lord Herschell ... e. L151 
The Earl of Selborne ... 1153 


Lord Herschell — -. 1154 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendnent proposed— 
‘- Page 1, line 16, after ‘advowson,’ insert ‘held and.."—(The Archbishop 
of York.) 
Discussion :— 
The Archbishop of York 1155 


The Earl of Selborne ... 1155 
The Archbishop of York 1156 


The Lord Chancellor see L1S6 
The Earl of Portsmouth — ... 1156 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Discussion resumed— 
Lord Herschell ... soo LLSG 
The Premier and Secre- 
tary of State for 
Foreign Affuirs wee LIST 


Lord Herschell wats soa. RSE 
The Earl of Selborne sae DIOe 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 1, line 17, leave out ‘ hereditament’ and insert ‘ with an estate in 
land of not less than one hundred acres situate in the parish in which the 
benefice is situate or in an adjoining parish and belonging to the same owner.’” 
—(The Earl of Selborne ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*Page 1, after line 17, insert ‘any sale or anv transfer of a right of 
patronage in contravention of this sub-section shall be void: provided 
always that the foregoing provision, in so far as it relates to a sale otherwise 
than by public auction, shall not take effect until the expiration of thirty 
years after the passing of this Act.’"—(Zord Herschel. ) 

Discussion :— 


Lord Herschell ... veo, Soe Lord Herschell 
The Earl of Selborne ... 1157 


Question put— 
Amendment negatived. 
Discussion resumed :— 
— The Bishop of Salisbury 1158 The Eari of Selborne 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 8, after ‘section,’ insert ‘or commits any breach of the 
promissory part of his declaration.’”--(7he Earl of Portsmouth.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Portsmouth 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 8, after ‘section,’ insert ‘or commits any breach of the 
promissory part of his declaration.’"—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


Discussion :— 

The Earl of Selborne 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 2, line 21, after ‘redemption,’ insert ‘(8) A transfer of the whole 
interest of the transferor in the right shall not be necessary where the con- 
sideration for the transfer shall be applied to some church purpose approved 
by the bishop, in writing, provided that such transfer is registered in the 


prescribed manner in the registry of the diocese within two months from 
the date of the transfer.’"—(T’he Marquess of Bristol.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Marquess of Bristol 1159 The Earl of Selborne 


Amendment negatived. 


Question put— 
“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
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DIscussION :— 
Lord Herschell ... wa, ENGI 
The Lord Chancellor ... 1161 
Lord Herschell... . 1162 


Motion agreed to. 
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Page 
The Bishop of Salisbury... 1162 
The Earl of Selborne --- 1162 


CLavuseE 2, 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 2, line 30, leave out ‘three,’ and insert ‘five."—(T'he Archbishop 


of York and the Bishop of Winchester.) 


DIscUSSION :— 


The Archbishop of York 1162 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed-— 


The Earl of Selborne vee 


‘Page, 2, line 39, after ‘Act,’ insert—‘(c) If he is satisfied that the 


Discussion :-— 


Earl Grey eve -- 1163 
The Bishop of Winchester 1167 
The Archbishop of York 1168 
The Earl of Kimberley 1168 
The Premier and Secre- 

tary of State for For- 

eign Affuirs ... .. 1169 
Lord Herschell ... igen EON 
The Archbishop of York 1171 
The Earl of Selborne 1171 
Lord Tweedmouth . RES 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Contents 22 ; 


Discussion continued :— 


Lord Herschell ... « 2ST 


Question put— 
‘*That clause 2 9s amended stand part of the Bill” 
Agreed to. 


representations made by the churchwardens on behalf of the parishioners, 
in reply to the notice served upon the churchwardens under this Act, that 
the presentee is unsuitable for the benefice in question, are well founded.’” 
—(EKarl Grey.) 


1163 


Viscount Halifax... os EG 
The Bishop of Ripon ioe Dae 
The Lord Chancellor . 1175 
Earl Grey... _ ..- 1176 
The Lord Chancellor . 1176 
The Earl of Kimberley 1177 
Lord Kinnaird seis woo DET 
The Earl of Selborne ace LETS 
Earl Grey... ae - 1180 
The Earl of Selborne . 1180 


Not-Contents 77. 


The Premier and Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs 


( The Marquess of Salisbury) 1181 


Lord Herschell cs 


CiavseE 3. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 3, line 3, after the first ‘ground,’ insert ‘included in section 2 of 
this Act, or any other ground of unfitness or disqualification of the 
presentee.”—(The Bishop of Winchester.) 
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siete Page 
DISCUSSION :— 


The Bishop of Winchester 1182 Lord Herschell a «ee 1188 
The Earl of Selborne ... 1182 The Earl of Selborne sos. LISS 


Amendment proposed to given Amendment— 


“To omit the words ‘ any other ground’ and insert the word ‘ otherwise’ 
after ‘ presentee.’”"—(Vhe Earl of Selborne) ... ec wes oes om 2168 


Amendment to given Amendment agreed to, 


Question put— 


* Page 3. line 6, after the word ‘ per insert the words ‘in the pre- 
scribed manner.’ ”—(Lord Herschell) at my Sie vw, 2188 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 3, line 7, after ‘ signification,’ insert ‘if either of those persons 

shall demand a judicial hearing against such refusal, the case shall be set 
down for hearing i in the diocesan court, which shall be a court of record and 
shall be held in public, and at any hearing the legal rules of evidence shall 
prevail. Such court shall consist of the bishop with his chancellor, or some 
other person learned in the law, at the bishop’s discretion, sitting with 
him as legal assessor, unless the bishop calls upon his chancellor to hear it 
alone. and within one month of such refusal by the diocesan court.’”— 
(Earl Fortescue.) 

Discussion : — 

Earl Fortescue ... wwe LUSS The Earl of Selborne eos, DUOT 
Amendment negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 


* Page 3, line 9, after the word ‘ archbishop, insert ‘ of the province.’ 
(Lord Herschell.) 


Discussion :— 

Lord Hersehell ... sos EEBS The Earl of Selborne ... 1188 
Amendment agreed to. 
Discussion (ADJOURNMENT) :— 

Lhe Premier and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs... ... 1188 
Question, That the House resume, agreed to. 


The Premier and Secretary of State for re Affairs (Motion 
for adjournment)... eee : eee eee «es 1189 


Debate adjourned till Monday. 


Locomotives on Highways Bill—Amendment» reported (according to order), 
and Bill to be read the third time on Mouday next ‘ia ia see L189 


National Monuments in Churches Bill [1.1.J]—House in Committee 


(according to order); Bill reported without Amendment, and recom- 
mitted to the Standing Committec arr ae wae a .- 1189 
Libraries (Offences) Bill—Read the third time (according to order), with 


the Amendments, and passed, and returmed to the Commons... cox Oe 
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Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill—Third Reading ne stands oo 
for Monday next) put off to Thursday next she , Seu .-- 1189 


NEW BILL. 


Public Libraries Bill [ii.1.]—A Bill to amend the Acts relating to Publie 
Libraries, Museums, and Gymnasiums: and to regulate the liability of 
managers of libraries to proceedings for libel ; was presented by the Lord 
Windsor ; read the first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second 


time on Thursday next. [No. 156] eas — ve on .. 1189 


House adjourned at 7.40. 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, litn JULY 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SranpiInc CommitrEE on Law, Erc.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, ete., have leave to sit this day during the Sitting of 
the House.—( Sir James Fergusson) a siee a ee ..- 1190 


Private Bills [11.1.J—(Standing Orders not previously inquired into com- 
plied with (Hd SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re sport from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.: Chelsea 
Electricity Supply Bill [a.1.]: General Power Distributing Company 
Bill [u.t. |; Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time. Provisional 
Order Bills (11.1.] ; (Standing Orders applicable thereto complied with)— 
Mr. Sreaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, 
originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz.: Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [m.1.]; Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [itL.] ; Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time upon Monday next... ia or oe ace ... 1190 


Crystal Palace aniiaitted Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to eee . tee ee eee tee e- 1191 


Plymouth Corporation Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... ae arr wee ee eee -- ILI9] 


Turnchapel Wharves and Warehouses Bill—Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to eee me Pen .. 1191 





Halifax Corporation Bil! a “it Read the third time, and pessed, with 
Amendments e es =e oe ay as «« LI9T 


Stirling Gas Bill na Ls J Hea ad the third time, and eeees, with Amend- 
meuts . 2 v0 LA91 
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Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill [1.1 -]—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time aes . 119] 


Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tramroad Bill [1.1.]—On the Order ior the 
consideration of the Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tramroad Bill [H.1 -]; 
Consideration, as amended, deferred till Monday next... oa .. LI9I 


Paignton Improvement Bill—Ordered, That the Order of the House of 
Ist March, 1898, “ That, in the case of Bills reported frem the Com- 
mittee on Police and Sanitary Regulations, three clear days shall 
intervene between the date when the Report of the Committee is 
circulated with the Votes and the consideration of the Bill,” be suspended 
in the case of the Paignton Improvement Bill.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Paignton Improvement Bill, Standing 
Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration, provided amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited.—( Dr. Farquharson.) Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly. Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time.—( Dr. Farquharson.) (Prince 
of Wales’s Consent, as Duke of Cornwall, pleasing Bill accordingly 
read the third time, and passed... i site ee ace REOZ 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill [1.1.]—Ordered, That Standing Order 
73 be suspended in the case of the Metropolitan Electric Suppiy Bill 
{u.L.], and that the Examiners have leave to sit and proceed forthwith. 
—(Dr. Farquharson) ase nee a “ee een Des vee EUS? 


Private Bills [u.1.]—(No Standing Order not previously inquired into 
applicable.) Mr. SreaKeER laid upon the Table Report,from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders not previously inquired into are 
applicable, viz., Metropolitan Electric ey | Bill (at.] Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time es aes ewe LIGZ 


PETITIONS. 


Dogs Regulation inane From Fulham and Regent’s Park ; to lie 
upon the Table va = cise ae ons air es «ee LIDS 


East Inp1a (Contagious DisgEases)—Against State Regulation: From 
Clifton Down, Leeds and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table wae -e- 1193 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—From Hawick, for alteration ; to*lie upon the 
Table ste “ale roe Sass saa ae soe see 11938 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—From Aberdeen, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table eee eee eee oa ove eee we oe 1193 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour ; From St. Austell 
(3) and Radcliffe-on-Trent ; to lie upon the Table oes — wee 1198 


Vexatious Actions (Scotland) Bill—From Berwick, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table... owe aie a va wis es a eo 1193 
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PottinG Districts (MANCHESTER)—Copy presented of Order made by the 
Council of the City of Manchester, dividing into Polling Districts the 
several Divisions of the Parliamentary Borough of Manchester [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table sia Kea oats oe 


eee eee 


Votuntary Scuoots Act, 1897 (Assocrations)—Return presented 
relative thereto [ordered 14th June; Mr. Carvell Williams] ; to lie upon 


the Table, and to be printed. [No. 300] ene sen see oe 


Civit List PENstions—Copy presented of List of all Pensions granted 
during the year ended 20th June, 1898, and charged upon the Civil List 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 301] oes 


LocaL GovERNMENT Act, 1888 (KEent)—Copy presented of Order of the 
County Council of Kent converting the parish of Cheriton into the 
Cheriton Urban District, under section 57 of the Act as confirmed by 
the Local Government Board [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... ‘ete 


HiGHLANps AND IsLanps or ScorLtanp (PusLic Works EXpEeNnpItURE) 
—Return presented relative thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 328 of Session 1896) [ordered 2nd May ; Mr. Weir]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be priuted. [No. 302] ... bes aus sek 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFrricE (Scortanp) Act, 1898—Copy presented 
of Order by the Secretary for Scotland for the removal from office of 
Dugald MeKechnie, esquire, Sheriff of Argyll [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table... aes eee eee ne cee ees re Sea 


TrapE Rerorts (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2156 and 2157 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ue ae as as ois sis si 


TERRITORIAL GUARANTEES—Address for “ Return setting out (1) Copies of 
such parts of all Treaties and Conventions now existing and _ still 
obligatory as contain a specific engagement or guarantee entered into by 
the Government of this country in relation to the Territory or Govern- 
ment of any other Power; and (2) Copies of such parts of all Treaties, 
Conventions, and Engagements now existing and still obligatory as 
contain an undertaking entered into by Her Majesty with reference to 
the Territory or Government of any other Power.”—( Mr. Hedderwick.) 


CoLtontaL Loans Funp—Committee to consider of authorising the creation 
of a Colonial Loans Fund for the purpose of granting loans to Colonies 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon Monday next.—(Mr. 
Hanbury.) «.. - as oes sie “Se i 


SELECTION (StanpinG ComMittEEs)—Sir Jonn Mowpsray reported from 
the Committee of Selection, That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice 
and Legal Procedure : Mr. Goulding ; and had appointed, in substitu- 
tion, Mr. Arthur Morton ; Report to lie upon the Table... ae ne 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill; 
Mumbles Railway and Pier Bill, Barry Railway Bill, with Amend- 
ments; Amendments to Liskeard Corporation (Water) Bill [1.1] ; 
Dundee Corporation Tramways Bill [u.L.], without Amendment ves 


1194 


1194 


1194 


1194 


1194 


1194 


1195 


1195 


1195 


1195 


1195 





elxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
[July 15.] Page 


Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—That they have passed a Bill 
intituled * An Act to amend the Law relating to the Court of Chancery 
of the County Palatine of Durham ” ne me sie ues --» 1196 
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deceased.—( Sir William Walrond) es wes = siete --- 1196 


QUESTIONS. 


Women Inspectors oF Factorres—Question, Mr. Drage (Derby): Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) wee ree eee ean aoe ce vos. 


Use or YELLOW Puospnrorvs—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the [lome Department 
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Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, 


Guildford) 1200 
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Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
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Law Orricers’ Rieuts iy Criminat Trrats—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 


(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The Attorney-General (Sir R. Webster, 
Isle of Wight) me mas aa as = mee 


CovurseE or Pusiic Bu a by The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.); Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, 
W.), Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, Tikeaton), Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.), and 
Mr. MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour Manchester, E.) ee es ane ae 

ORDER OF THE DAY. 

ScuprLty—[16th Allotted Day.] Considered in Committee 

Civit Services Estimates, 1898-9— 

Crass IV. 


** £626,734 to complete the sum for Public Education (Ireland).” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) 1233 Mr. Vesey Knox wale aes 
The Chancellor of the The Chaneellor of the Ex- 
Exuchequer( SirM. Hicks chequer sa ae 


Beach, Bristol, W.) ... 1236 Mr. Vesey Knox ‘ 
Mr. Dillon lee ... 1236 Mr. Arnold Forster (Belfast, 


The Chancellor of the | a ee 

Exchequer Pon ove EST The ens -_— of ‘the E> 
Mr. Dillon Sie soe EBOT chequer Re a si 
The Chancellor of the Mr. Arnold Forster. 


Exchequer... --. 1238 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Mr. Dillon ro «ws E938 Mr. Gerald Balfour 
The Chancellor of the Mr. Flynn es 

Exchequer... ows EZ4D Mr. Daly 


Mr. Dillon aes .-. 1243 Mr. Dillon ae 
The Chancellor of the The Chancellor of “the Ex- 
Exchequer... .-. 1243 chequer es ee 
Mr. Dillon ae ioe EZES Mr. Dillon - ees ane 
The Chancellor of the The Chancellor of the Ex- 
Exchequer .. 1245 chequer ; 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, Sir T. E. smonde (Kerry I. Je 
N. 1248 Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 
The Chante ‘of the Sir T. Esmonde ro 
Exchequer : 252 Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy 1. 1252 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 
The Chancellor of the Mr. Dillon 
Exchequer... 1253 Mr. Gerald Balfour .. siete 
Mr. E. re (West Bam, The Vice-President of “the Com- 
N.) 1254 mittee of Council on Educa- 
Mr. Vi esey Knox (London- tion (Sird.Gorst, Cambridge 
derry) .« . 1256 University) .. . Bah 
The Chancellor “of the 
Exchequer... sow. Moat 


Vote agreed to. 


Page 


1231 


- 1232 


wuwoe 


ee ee 
Lo bo WO LO WO bb WS 
oo oh 


aa sd a a tt 1 


ax 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. elx vii 
[July 15.] Page 
Cxass III. 
‘* £79,341, to complete the sum for Irish Land Commission.” 


DIscussION :— 


Colonel Saunderson Mr. Gerald Balfour... ..- 1302 
(Armagh, N.)... «se 1279 Mr. Gilhooly... aes --- 1302 
Mr. Dillon sae oe L279 Captain Phillpotts (Devon, 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 1280 Torquay) ... “ws ..» 1303 
[ The Chairman] . 1283 Mr. Davitt... ... 1303 
Mr. Swift Mae Neill Mr. Swift Mac Neill .. w- 1303 


(Donegal, S.)... os 1260 Captain Phillpotts... ... 1304 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 1288 Mr. Swift MacNeill... .-- 1304 
Mr. Dillon mae sxe 1285 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill .-. 1304 


Colonel Saunderson — ... 1285 [The Chairman] .. -» 1305 
Mr. Arnold-For ices Mr. Serjeant Hemphill --» 1305 
fast, W.) ~ .. 1286 Sir J. Colomb -» 1307 
Mr. M. Davitt ... --- 1291 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill wee 1307 
Sir J. Colomb (Great Mr. Gerald Balfour... --- 1310 
Yur mouth) =i ooo 1294 Colonel Saunderson ... .. 1311 


Mr. T. M. Healy os 1296 Mr. Gerald Balfour... w» 1311 
Sir J. Geol aoe ... 1296 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill «os JO15 


[ The Chairman] sos 1297 Mr. Gerald Balfour... sos Jono 
Sir . Colomb  ... .. 1297 Mr. Dillon... vas. Bole 
Mr. M. He ied (Louth Mr. Serjeant Hemphill cos Lode 

N. 4 Sa . 1298 Mr. Gerald Balfour... wos DOLE 


Mr. Davitt ew .-. 1299 Mr. Young (Cavan, E.) . 1818 
Mr. T. M. Healy se. 1299 Mr. MeCartan (Down, S. ks 1318 


Mr. Wharton (York, Mr. Flynn... 132] 
WR., Ripon)... ... 1299 Mr. Clancy (Dublin Ge ome. ) 1326 
Mr. Githooly (Cork Co., Mr. Dillon... 1331 


a ee ao ..- 1301 Mr. Daly (Monaghan, BS.) ... 1987 
Vote agreed to. 
Crass VII. 


** £13,792, to complete the sum for salaries and expenses of a 
commissioners, committees, and special inquiries ’ ee 1339 


Vote agreed to. 


** £50,000, including grants in aid, in connection with the relief of 
distress in Ireland.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Davitt wwe «+» 1339 Mr. Flynn... . .» 1341 
The First Lord of the The First Lord of the ‘Treasury 1341 
Treasury Bae .-- 1340 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass II. 


‘* £2,835, to complete the sum for salaries and expenses of the Lord 
Lieutenant’s household” at aes ons soe se oe .. 1341 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be granted to Her Majesty to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course of 
as oars during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 

alaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant in Dublin and London, and subordinate Departments.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Dillon... we 1341 The First Lord of the Treasury 1342 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

“* £1,261, to complete the sum for Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Office, Ireland.” 

‘* £3,940, to complete the sum for Public Record Office, Ireland.” 

‘* £10,596, to complete the sum for Registrar General's Office, Ireland.” 

‘* £7,100, to complete the sum for Valuation and Boundary Survey, 
Ireland.” 


Resolutions to be reported ... wate sare um sata re ves 1342 


Crass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, be granted to Her Majesty to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3Ist day of March, 1899, for the 
salaries, allowances, expenses, and pensions of various County Court 
Officers, of Commissioners, and of Magistrates in Ireland, and the expenses 
of revision ' on we “es ae on oe di .. 1342 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That the Chairman do report progress, and ask leave to sit again.” 


—(Mr. Dillon) nes 1342 
Agreed to. 
BILLS ADVANCED. 
Vexatious Action (Scotland) Bill—As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered ; Read the third time, and passed... Re soe 1842 
Mussel Fisheries (Ireland) Bill—(Considered in Committee) ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill reported as amended ; Bill read the third time and 
passed — ea on a! lk! | le Oe oe 
Metropolitan Commons Bill—Considered in Committee, and reported with- 
out Amendment ; Bill read the third time, and passed ... mas «. 1343 


Trusts (Scotland) Bill—Order for Committee read; (Considered in Com- 
mittee) eas — oo on one oie ove ote we 1348 
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[July 15.] Page 
Amendments proposed— 
CLAUSE 2. 
‘Page 1, line 12, leave out ‘expression,’ and insert ‘expressions “local 
authority,” and.” 
‘Page 1, line 13, leave out ‘ has,’ and insert ‘ have respectively.’” 
‘* Page 1, line 13, leave out ‘ meaning,’ and insert ‘ meanings.’” 
“ Page 1, line 21, leave out from ‘any’ to ‘ in,’ in line 22, and insert ‘ local 
authority.’’ 
“Page | 1, line 25, leave out from ‘by’ to ‘in,’ and insert ‘any local 
authority.’’ 
‘Page 2, line 2, leave out ‘county council,’ and insert ‘local authority.’” 
‘* Page 2, lines 2 and 3, leave out ‘the — council,’ and insert ‘such 
local authority.’ "—(Mr. Caldwell) , aa wise bu aoe --- 1343 
Amendments agreed to. 
Bill reported as amended. 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill—On the Motion for the Adjournment of 
the House— 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy we 1344 The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. R. W. Han- 
bury, Preston)... » 1344 
BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
Factories and Workshops (Emergency Processes) Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... = she -. 1344 
Dogs Regulation Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn nr et wae ee “6% Sits ae eee 1044 


House adjourned at 12.15, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 6th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER 
Twelve of the clock. 


took the Chair at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NORTHAM URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


Amendment 


Lords’ 
agreed to, 


considered, and 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 
VOL. LXI. [FourtH Serius. | 





DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND STOKE™ 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LISKEARD CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LEICESTER FREEMEN BILL. [H.L.] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 
A 


Returns, 
WALKER’S ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


WINDSOR AND ASCOT RAILWAY BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Against: From London (3); to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Edin- 
burgh, Westbourne Park, Weston-super- 
Mare, and Alloa; to lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
In favour: From Edinburgh (2) ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Against: From Carluke; to le upon 


the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTEN- 
SION TO WOMEN) BILL. 

In favour: From Croydon ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Against: From Carluke; to lie upon 


the Table. 


POOR LAW SETTLEMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Against: From Carluke; to lie upon 


the Table. 
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Reports, ete. 


ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE. 
For the provision of passenger lifts: 


From London ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour: From Turvey and Kings- 


bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From St. Giles in the 


Fields; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented of Treasury Minute, 
dated 27th June, 1898, declaring that 
James Turnbull, Examiner, Inspection 
Department, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1877. 

Account presented of the Receipts and 

Payments under the Act during the year 

ended the 3lst March, 1898 [by Act]; 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 277.] 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented of General Report to 
the Education Department by the Chief 
Inspector of the South Eastern Division 
for the year 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRAWLER NELLIE. 


Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd June; Mr. Crombie]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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5 Bills 
TEACHERS OVER AGE (SCOTLAND). 


Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 5th May; Mr. Crombie]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 278.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented of Report No. 230 
(Turks and Caicos Islands, Annual Re- 
port for 1897) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILU 
(ORDERS IN COUNCIL). 

Copy ordered “of Amendments to be 
made in Orders in Council under clauses 
73, 74 and 75 of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Bill."—/The Attorney General 
for Ireland.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
276. ] 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE: 
MENT AT 65). 

Address for “Copy of Minute by the 
Secretary of State for India, stating the 
circumstances under which a Member of 
his Permanent Establishment has been 
retained in the Service after he has 
attained the age of 65.”—/(Secretary 
Lord George Hamilton.) 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES (EXPENSES). 
Resolution reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment of any sums that may be required for 
the establishment and maintenance of inebriate 
reformatories, in pursuance of any Act of the 
present Session to provide for the treatment 
of Habitual Inebriates, and of any expenses 
connected therewith, and also of remuneration 
to any inspectors who may be appointed under 
such Act. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE- 
MENT AT 68). 

Return presented relative therev» 

[Address 6th July; Secretary Lord 

George Hamilton] ; to lie upon the Table. 


RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION 

(BORDER COUNTY COUNCILS) (No. 2) 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Cuavse 1, 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again to-morrow. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill, as amended, to be 
considered to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table ; Bill, as amended, to be 
considered to-morrow. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BUCKIE (CLUNY) HARBOUR BILL. 
(H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be priuted. 


KEIGHLEY CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


—_ 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 
Reported [Provisional Order  con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table ; 
Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 


morrow. 
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Bills. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 
Mr. pe Tatton Ecerton reported from. 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills: That, to meet the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned till Friday 
next, at Three of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 

Sir Henry CamppBe.t-BANNERMAN 
reported from the Chairmen’s Panel: 
That they had appointed Sir James Fer- 
gusson to act as Chairman of the Stand- 
ing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Jus- 
tice, and Legal Procedure, in the place of 
Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BILL WITHDRAWN. 


—— 


MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT (1887) 
AMENDMENT BILL, 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged: Bill withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 


—_—\— 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Parliamentary Deposits in certain cases, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cozens- 
Hardy, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Aird, Mr. Tom- 
linson, Mr. Maurice Healy, and Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor; presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 288.] 


MUSSEL FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Bill to develop the Fisheries of Mussels 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Thomas Esmonde, Sir John Colomb, 
Mr. Donal Sullivan, Mr. Field, and Cap- 
tain Donelan; presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 289.] 























9 Local Government 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


_— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


(As amended, considered.) 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY 10 tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GeraLp Barovr, Leeds, Central) : 
I beg to move the insertion of the 
following new clause, and that it be read 
a second time— 


“Page 8, after clause 11, insert the following 
clause :— 

“(1) The county council, without prejudice 
to the power under section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836, or 
any other enactment, may, for the purpose of 
the maintenance of the roads in their county, 
whether main or other roads, acquire, pur- 
chase, take on lease, or exchange any land from 
which materials may be got for the repair of 
such roads, and may purchase or hire any 
steam roller, and may place at the disposal of 
the persons contracting for the repair of the 
roads, materials from the said land, and the 
use of the said steam roller, upon such reason- 
able terms as may be agreed upon. 


(2) Section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the Grand Juries Act, 1836 (which relates to 
the power to obtain gravel, stone, sand, or 
other materials), shall extend to authorise the 
digging for, raising, and carrying away of 
gravel, stone, sand, or other materials, out of 
any river or brook at a distance of at least a 
hundred and fifty feet above or below any 
bridge, dam, or weir, where the same can be 
taken away without diverting or interrupting 
the course of the river or brook, or prejudicing 
or damaging any building, highway, ford, or 
spawning-bed.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER The Amendment 
standing on the Paper is out of order 
on the Report stage. It proposes to give 
power to the county councils to spend 
money, and that money will necessarily 
come out of the rates ; therefore, it could 
not be introduced on the Report stage. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I bow to 
your ruling, which, I understand, will 
apply to several other Amendments put 
down on the Paper in the name of the 
Government. Perhaps I may be allowed, 
by the indulgence of the House, to state 
what course the Government propose to 
pursue. What we propose, Sir, is this: 
we shall take the Report stage now, and 
when we have finished with these clauses 
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and Amendments which are in order ws 
propose to re-commit the Bill as regards 
those Government clauses which are out 
of order on the Report stage. There are 
a certain number of other new clauses 
in the names of private Members which 
will also be out of order, I understand, 
upon this ruling. The case of some of 
them is somewhat peculiar, because many 
of them were put down for discussion 
upon the Committee stage, but were not 
then pressed, at the request of the 
Government. The Government at the 
same time undertook that honourable 
Members in whose names these clauses 
were down on the Paper shall not lose 
their opportunity of discussing them 
merely because of the fact of the discus- 
sion being put off to the Report stage. 
It will only be right that in respect to 
any such clauses the Government should 
consent to allow an opportunity for dis- 
cussing them, and to consent to the 
re-committal of the Bill in respect of 
those clauses. Of course, it must be 
clearly understood that by taking that 
course we do not pledge ourselves after- 
wards to support those Amendments to 
the clauses in respect of which we 
re-commit the vill, and also where an 
Amendment already placed on the Paper 
was out of order on the Committee stage 
it would be out of order for discussion 
on the Report stage. I hope that this 
explanation as to the course which the _ 
Government intend to adopt will be 
regarded as satisfactory. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I should 
like to say a word or two with regard 
to the small placed on 
the Paper since the Committee stage. 
One clause I put down the other day, 
I am afraid, will be out of order on this 
ruling, but I do hope the Government 
will be able to accept a clause giving 
the same powers contained in my clause 
to the county councils to pay the 
expenses of delegates to any association 
of county councils which may be formed 
for the purpose of consultation as to 
their common interests. It is drafted 
in the same words as the Act of 1890. 
It is only a one-clause Act, and it is a 
question which can be raised again when 
the Government move to re-commit the 


Bill. 


clauses 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
should like to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman at what stage he proposes to 


move to re-commit the Bill. Will it 
be after the consideration of these 
clauses! I would suggest that the 


better course would be to take the 
Government’s new clauses, together with 
the other new clauses, after the 
whole of the Bill has been disposed of, 
and then move to re-commit the Bill. 
We have also been told that the Orders 
in Council have had to be amended, but 


we have not yet seen the amended 
proposals of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, and it is a little inconvenient, 


with regard to an important Bill of 
this character, that we have not these 
amended proposals in our hands. Will 
it not be convenient at some stage, 
either in this House or in the House 
or Lords, to add the Orders in Council 
to the Bill? I am sure it would be 
a great convenience to all those who 
have to use this measure if those Orders 
in Council were made to form a portion 
of the Act of Parliament itself. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 
understand that six Parliamentary days 
is the time fixed. In. view of the 
change in the arrangements for getting 
the Bill through I should like to know 
if that will be adhered to. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, I! 
should think six Parliamentary days 
will be found sufficient. In reply to 


the honourable Member for East Mayo, 
I should not like to pledge myself with 
regard to the new clauses which he has 
put down since the Committee stage. I 
do not say that I shall not bring it for- 
ward, but I cannot give a distinct pledge. 
With regard to the Orders in Council I 
should like to say, in reply to the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth, that I think the suggestion that 
some means should be taken by which 
the Orders in Council shall be attached 
so as to form part of the Bill is one 
well worthy of consideration, and if it 
can be conveniently arranged for before 
the Bill leaves this House for the House 
of Lords I shall be glad to see the 
suggestion adopted. There are two other 
points which the honourable and learned 
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Member for Louth raised, one with 
regard to the Orders in Council not 
being in the hands of Members. We have 
not been able to redraft those Ordess 
in Council with the Amendments which 
it is proposed to make, but I have, in 
response to the suggestion made by the 
honourable Member for Cork, drawn up 
a list shortly describing the changes 
which we propose to make in the Orders 
in Council, and that will be in the hands 
of honourable Members to-morrow. As 
to the other point raised by the honour- 
able and learned Member for Louth, in 
which he suggests that the new Clauses 
and also the Amendments ruled out of 
order should be considered after we pass 
to the final stage, I certainly think it is 
desirable that we should complete the 
work on those Amendments that are in 
order before proceeding to re-commit 
those clauses and Amendments which 
are not in order. 


Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., 
S.): Can you indicate to us now, 
Mr. Speaker, which of our clauses 


are out of order, or will you only let 
us know when they are reached! It 
would make some difference to our con- 
venience if we could know now. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it will be 
better not to give such an intimation 
I think I must rule them out of 
Some honour- 
something to 


now ; 
order as they come on. 

able Members might have 
say upon them which would alter my 


decision. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think it 
would be most convenient that there 


should be some check on the by-laws 
made by the Public Department. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 
leave to move that the following clause 
be inserted and read a second time— 


beg 


“Page 19, after clause 32, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“So much of the Municipal Corporations 
(Ireland) Act, 1840, as requires the approval of 
the Honourable Society of the Governor and 
Assistants of London of the new plantation in 
Ulster within the realm of Ireland to any by- 
law made by the council of the boroughs of 
Coleraine and Londonderry shall be repeaied.’ 
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*Mr. BUTCHER (York) : The Corpora- 
tion of Derry has a Charter by 
James I. and Charles II. By that 
Charter the Irish Society was incor- 
porated and entrusted with very large 
powers and duties. By that same Charter 
the Corporation of Derry was entrusted 
with very large duties in connection with 
the government of the city. But, Sir, 
there was a provision in this Charter 
that any regulations or by-laws made by 
the corporation should be certified by 
the Irish Society, and should not be 
valid until they received the approval 
of the Irish Society. There was a 
Report of a Royal Commission, issued in 
1889, and in this it is stated that 
the city of Derry has received very 
important advantages from its  con- 
nection with the Irish Society. 
Among other advantages they receive 
a grant of £1,200 per annum 
out of the funds of the Irish Society, 
which is available to reduce their 
expenditure. The Irish Society have, 
in connection with the London com- 
panies, expended very large sums of 
money indeed. Therefore, Sir, the rela- 
tions between the Corporation of Derry 
and the Irish Society have been of the 
closest character. Now, Sir, this Irish 
Society Charter has received the sanction 
of Parliament. I find that the Irish 
Municipal Corporations Act of 1840, 
section 155, gives power to the Council of 
Derry to make such by-laws as they think 
proper for the good government of the 
borough ; but there is a special proviso 
that such by-laws should be approved by 
the Irish Society. Now, Sir, the proposal 
of the Government, as I understand 


it, is to repeal that proviso in 
section 155 of the Corporations Act 
of 1840. I for one should like to 


know from the Government whether the 
object of this Bill is to repeal entirely 
that provision of the Charter which 
provides that the by-laws of Derry have 
to be submitted to, and approved by, the 
Irish Society. I should like to have 


the opinion of the law officers of 
Ireland upon it, for it does seem 
to me that there will be grave 
doubts whether, after that section 


is repealed, that provision of the Charter 
will be in operation ; and I want to know 
whether it is really worth while to :lo 
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so, for no friction, as far as I know, has 
ever arisen, and no complaint is made 
by the members of the Corporation of 
Derry in connection with this question. 
I do not see the Member for Derry in 
his place at the present moment. 
Possibly the result of this repeal may be 
to deprive the city of Londonderry of the 
financial assistance which it at present 
gets from the Irish Society. In saying 
this I have no knowledge whatever what 
the Irish Society may do, and I have no 
authority to speak on their behalf; but 
possibly the result of this present pro- 
position may be that the Irish Society 
may say, “Why should we go on any 
longer subscribing this £1,200 a year?” 
The result may be that in removing this 
anomaly, which is a perfectly harmless 
anomaly, much damage may be done to 
Derry. If the Government are satisfied 
that the anomaly is a serious one, and 
that it is producing disadvantageous 
results to the city of Derry, I certainly 
should not oppose the proposal embodied 
in this clause. If, on the other hand, 
up to the present time a substantial 
advantage has resulted to Derry, then I 
see no reason whatever for opening up 
this question, which may possibly result 
to the city’s disadvantage. 


*Sir T. LEA (Londonderry, S.): Per- 
haps I may be allowed to say a few 
words upon this matter. The Irish 
Society have been compelled to admit 
they are trustees of public money, and it 
is not possible for them to take away 
these grants which they make at tne 
present time. I do not think that in the 
city of Derry there is a very large 
amount of gratitude to the society for 
what they have done. No doubt they act 
as trustees to the best of their ability; as 
trustees, they do, to a certain extent, help 
the prosperity of the city of Derry, but 
that money is Irish money, to be used 
for the advantage of the city of Derry 
and of the surrounding districts, and it 
would be a gross breach of trust if they 
were to deprive the city of Derry of 
these grants, or any portion of them, 
which they give to the Corporation of 
Derry, and which were intended for the 
benefit of the city of Derry. 


*Mr. BUTCHER: I merely, Sir, wish 
to make my meaning clear; I only put 
that possibility forward as a_ possible 
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result which may occur if these rules are 
altered in the manner proposed. 


*Sir T. LEA: This is an anomaly which 
ought to be abolished. The corporation 
have expressed their wish that it should 
be abolished, and under such circum- 
stances I think the House ought to accept 
the Amendment of the Chief Secretary 
and take action in the matter. 


Tuz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.) : 
I quite agree with my honourable and 
learned Friend that, so far as the matter 
raised is concerned, there is no question 
about the good work of the Irish Society. 
The principal reason for proposing this 
new clause is that for the last 50 years 
the Irish Society have done nothing what- 
ever with regard to by-laws. They have 
never attempted to interfere with the 
by-laws of Coleraine, and have never 
exercised their power with regard to 
Derry. These by-laws are, most of them, 
for the prevention of nuisances such as 
are not punishable by law, and whatever 
right the Charter of the Irish Society 
gives them is in no way interfered with 
by this Bill. It is not to be supposed 
that a great body like the Irish Society 
would, if they had the power, withhold 
any grants simply because their power 
to interfere with the by-law was repealed. 
This clause merely seeks to repeal that 
portion of the Municipal Corporations 
(Ireland) Act, 1840, requiring the appro- 
val of the honourable Society of the 
Governor and Assistants of London of the 
new plantation in Ulster, within the 
realm of Ireland, to any by-law made 
by the council of the boroughs of Cole- 
raine and Londonderry. I do not know 
whether the power was ever exercised, 
and if so that is an anomaly in itself. 
My honourable Friend can hardly be 
serious in suggesting, as I said before, 
that a body—a great and important body 
like the Irish Society—even if they had 
the power—which I for my part entirely 
deny—would take away from the city of 
Derry any grant that they may have been 
viving, simply because they have no 
longer the power which they had under 
their Charters, that power being taken 
away by an Act of Parliament. There 
is no reason for supposing that they ever 


Mr. Butcher. 
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exercised those powers, and as they were 
more or less anomalous in themselves we, 
by this clause, do away with them. It 
did not seem to us to be right to have 
a great corporation like the Irish Society 
interfering with the by-laws of a popu- 
larly elected body like the Corporation of 
Derry in such matters as the regulation 
of traftic and the prevention of nuisances, 


Question put— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Motion agreed to. 





*Mr. M. HEALY: Does the word 
“borough” in the Act mean a 
borough of a corporation 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 


is no question before the House. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: Then, in order to 
raise the question, and to get an answer 
from the Government, I move to omit 
the words “the boroughs of.” 


Mr. ATKINSON: Coleraine ceased to 
be a borough long ago, and is now under 
the Town Commissioners Act of 1884. 
If the honourable Member will look at 
the clause he will see that what we pro- 
pose to do is to repeal the particular 
clause of the Act of 1840, in which Cole- 
raine is dealt with. All that the Amend. 
ment says is that— 


“So much of the Municipal Corporations 
(Ireland) Act, 1840, as requires the approval 
of the honourable Society of the Governor and 
Assistants of London of the new plantation in 
Ulster within the realm of Ireland to any 
by-law made by the council of the boroughs of 
Coleraine and Londonderry shall be repealed.” 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I ask leave to with- 
draw. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I do not think that 
the course taken by the honourable Gen- 
tleman is at all an unreasonable course. 
May I suggest, with reference to this 
clause, that it would be a very good thing 
to substitute the words  “ Local Govern- 
ment Board” altogether for the words 
“Lord Lieutenant.” I once had occasion 
to go over the by-laws of the Dublin Cor- 
poration, when they were being revised 
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——that was something like 10 or 12 years 
ago. I do not know whether an actual 
revision ever did take place, but it was 
absurd to observe the number of que :tions 
to be left for the consideration of the 
Lord Lieutenant. What I would sugzest 
to the Government would be that they 
should repeal altogether the power in the 
Lord Lieutenant to revise by-laws, and 
that the Local Government Board should 
be substituted for his Excellency. With a 
view to that I will move, at the end of 
the clause, after the word “repealed,” to 
add these words— 


“And no consent of the Lord Lieutenant 
shall be required to revise by-laws made by 
any corporation, but that for such consent the 
Local Government Board shall be substituted.” 


T trust that the Government will see their 
way to accept this Amendment, which is 
simply substituting for the consent of the 
Lord Lieutenant the consent of the Local 
Government Board, 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think that 
we can accept this Amendment, which 
would be quite contrary to the provisions 
of section 125 of the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1840. 


Mr. 'T. M. HEALY: Very well, I will 


not press it. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added to the Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next clause— 


“ Adjustment of financial relations between 
county at large and merged county of city cr 


town,” 
is not in order upon the Report 
stage, because its effect would be 


to alter the incidence of taxation. The 
next clause— 
“ Periodical revision of financial relations 


between county and urban districts, or between 
two county districts,” 


is also out of order, on the same ground. 


Another clause brought up— 


“Page 36, after clause 58, insert the fol- 
lowing clause— 

“A district or county council, or any com- 
mittee thereof, shall not hold a meeting on any 
licensed premises, nor shall such premises be 
used as an office of the council, or for any 
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purpose of or incidental to the business of tne 
council, or of any officer of the council, and 
the expression ‘licensed premises’ in this sec- 
tion means premises licensed for the sale of 
intoxicating liquor, and includes any club at 
which ok liquor is sold."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is a 
very simple matter, and I hope no objec- 
tion will be taken to it. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
do not like this clause at all. I really 
cannot understand upon what principles 
of reasoning my friends have come to the 
conclusion that the county councils, or 
any committee of a county council, have 
no places for meeting, excepting public- 
houses, in Ireland. My view is that it 
is an insult to the county council to sug- 
gest that their proceedings will take place 
in any such premises. For my part I 
most strongly resent the insinuation con- 
veyed by the new clause. I am very 
sorry that the right honourable Gentle- 
man has seen his way to accept it. I 
believe it is simply put forward by a 
number of temperance faddists, for the 
purpose of exploiting their own particu- 
lar views on this question, and I do not 
see any reason whatever for its accept- 
ance or incorporation in the Act. I there. 
fore move to omit the words “ district and 
county council.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber will have an opportunity of moving 
an Amendment later on. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): Mr. 
Speaker, I also protest against this 
clause. I think it is an insult to the 
people. I think it is entirely unneces- 


sary and by no means required in a Bill 
of this sort. For instance, if a com- 
mittee of the county council should meet 
in some small town to make a report 
on some question, and have had to meet 
in an hotel in order to draw upa report, 
is that report to become illegal? This 
is an attempt to try an experiment in 
Ireland, and it is an experiment that I 
wish to protest against, and I do protest 
against it. If this goes to a Division 
I shall certainly vote against it. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I should 
like to ask the Attorney General a ques- 
tion in regard to the effect of this clause. 
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Are we to understand that if this clause 
is passed it will be impossible for a com- 
mittee of a county council, or the district 
council itself, ever to meet in any room 
belonging to an hotel? For instance, a 
case has just been put. Supposing that 
no convenient room couid be found in a 
town excepting some room in an hotel, 
are the councils be debarred from 
hiring this room even for temporary pur- 
poses? 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Before the 
right honourable Gentleman answers that 
question, is there a similar provision of 
this kind in the English Bill? If there 
is I do not mind supporting this; other- 
wise I should very much object to it, 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): While I 
do not hold myself responsible for this 
Amendment, I am quite in sympathy with 
it. So far as regarding it as an insult 
to Ireland is concerned. I do not think 
that that is so; on the contrary, I think 
it is quite the opposite. There is no 
necessity for ever holding committee 
meetings in public-houses, and there is 
no necessity for the people to go out of 
their way to do so. There is no need to 
go out of the way to manufacture Irish 
grievances. There are enough already. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that, as 
there appeared to be a general feeling 
upon the part of the honourable Mem- 
bers for Irish constituencies against the 
rigours of the clause, he should have no 
objection to modifying them. He would, 
as there was a general consensus upon 
the point, have no objection to intro- 
ducing some qualifying words. 


Mr. DILLON did not object to the 
Second Reading of the clause. He did 
not think it would be at all desirable 
that public-houses should be selected for 
purposes of meetings. He thought the 
lines of the English law ought to be 
followed. It struck him, when he read 
the clause, that it was too cast-iron. 
Honourable Gentlemen, might not be 
aware that circumstances in Ireland 
might be different to those of England. 
In some districts in the country side no 
suitable room could be found but that 
of the local hotel, and in many cases 
the rooms at the local hotels have been 
built with the object and for the pur- 
pose of holding meetings. He thought 
the clause, when it came into operation, 


Mr. Dillon. 
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might result in a hardship which the 
Government never contemplated. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the beginning of the clause to insert 
these words— 


“Except in cases where no other suitable 
room is available, either free of charge or at 
a reasonable cost.” 
and 


Amendment agreed clause 


added to the Bill. 


to, 


Upon the new clause— 


“A trackway on the bank of any naviza)le 
river within the meaning of the Grand Jury 
(Ireland) Act, 1873, shall be a public highway, 
and shall continue to be maintainable as pro- 

vided by that Act.”—(Mr. G. Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 


object of this clause was to ensure the 


navigation trackways should be kept 
up in the same way as the roads. The 
clause had been introduced by the 


Government upon the suggestion of the 
honourable Member for West Waterford. 
He thought the honourable Gentleman’s 
suggestion was a reasonable one, and 
therefore the clause was proposed to 
carry it out. 


The clause was read a second time and 


added to the Bill. 


“Page 43, after cleuse 67, insert the follow- 
“ clause :— 

(1) Sections twelve and thirteen of the 
Leeal Government (Ireland) Act, 1871, as 
amended by the Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Act, 1872, shall apply to the audit of the 
accounts of boards of guardians and their offi- 
cers in like manner as it applies to the audit 
of accounts of governing bodies of towns and 
their officers; and, notwithstanding anything 
in section one hundred and fourteen of the 
Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, the legality of 
an order of the guardians may be questioned by 
the auditor in like manner as the legality of an 
order of the governing body of a town. 


“(2) Where an application, under this sec- 
tion or under the said section twelve of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1871, is made 
to the Local Government Board against any 
allowance, disallowance, or surcharge made ty 
any auditor of the Board—(a) the Board may 
decide the application according to the merits 
of the case, and if the Board find that any dis- 
allowance or surcharge was lawfully made, 
but that the subject-matter thereof was in- 
curred under such circumstances as to make it 
fair and equitable that the disallowance or 
surcharge should be remitted, they may direct 
that the same shall be remitted upon payment 

















21 Local Government 


of the costs (if any) which may have been 
incurred by the auditor or other competent 
authority in enforcing the disallowance or sur- 
charge ; and (b) the decision of the Board shall 
be final; and (c) section thirteen of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1871, shall apply as 
if the sum found by the decision of the Local 
Government Board to be due from any person 
were at the date of such division certified by 
the auditor to be due, and there was no appeal.” 
—(Mr. G. Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The object 
of this clause is to amend the law in 
Ireland, and in two important matters 
assimilate it with the law of England. 
In the first place it gives a power of 
appeal. At present no such thing exists 
in Ireland. The second part of the 
clause is to confer upon the Local Goverr- 
ment Board the power of dealing with 
and deciding the merits of the case. 
There are one cr two minor points which 
are amended by this clause. 


*Mr. M. HEALY said he only rose to 
ask the Government if it was plain that 
this clause as it stood would apply to 
county offices! The first objection, of 
course, only applied to the auditing of 
the accounts of boards of guardians, 
but the second clause went a little 
further. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would sug- 
gest that the House should now repeal a 
schedule dealing with excresceazes in the 
Act of 1871, which ought to be swept 
away. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that, as to the 
question of whether this system ought 
to be applied to other bodies than the 
county councils and boards of guardians, 
the honourable Member for North Louth 
would see that a Local Government Bill 
dealing with county councils, district 
councils, and boards of guardians could 
not put in clauses dealing with other 
bodies. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) said 
that, representing the board of guar- 
dians in his county, he thanked the 
Attorney General and the Chief Secre- 
tary for the clause. They in that board 
of guardians had felt it a great hardship 
in having no appeal from the decision 
of the auditor, which was not in har- 
mony with ordinary common sense. 
Therefore he looked upon the clause as 
a great boon to boards of guardians to 
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have this enactment. The Local 
Government Board would decide these 
cases upon their merits, and not simply 
upon technicalities. The main thing was 
that they had power to appeal to the 
Local Government Board, and that cases 
would be decided upon their merits. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


Another Clause— 


“A chairman of any county or district 
council, or of any commissioners, who is, by 
virtue of this Act, a justice of the peace, and 
has been re-elected to the said office of chair- 
man on the expiration or other determination 
of a previous term of office, may continue to 
act as a justice of the peace without again 
taking the oaths required by law to be taken 
by a justice of the peace.”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Clause read a second +ime, and added 
to the Bill. 


Another Clause— 


“Page 49, after clause 72, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“(1) If within six months after an order of 
the Local Government Board is made under 
Part Four of this Act with respect to county 
boundaries, a petition against the order, so far 
as it affects any county, is presented to the 
Local Government Board by the council cr 
grand jury for the county, or by any sanitary 
authority, district council, or guardians in the 
county, or by not less than one hundred par- 
liamentary electors for the county, the order, so 
far as it relates to that county, shall be referred 
to the Appeal Commission in this Act men- 
tioned, and after that Commission have held 
such inquiry as they think necessary, and 
given an opportunity of being heard to all 
parties concerned who apply within the pre- 
scribed time to be heard may be annulled or 
varied by order of that Commission, and that 
order of the Commission shall, after it comes 
into operation, have effect as if made by the 
Local Government Board under this Act. 


(2) The order of the Commission shall net, 
unless it otherwise provides, come into opera- 
tion until the second election of the county 
council, and if it so otherwise provides, the 
Commission shall, by the same or any subse- 
quent order, make such arrangements respect- 
ing county and district councils and boards of 
guardians and the members thereof, and 
respecting all other matters as appear necessary 
or expedient for bringing the order into opera 
tion at the earlier date, and for that purpose 
may make the like provisions as are authorised 
by or in pursuance of this Act to be made by 
the Local Government Board, 


“(3) Where any other provision of 
this Act provides for an appeal to the Appeal 
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Commission, the foregoing provisions of this 
section shall apply with the necessary modifi- 
cations. 


Local Government 


“(4) The Appeal Commission shall consist 
of the Vice-President of the Local Government 
Board and four other commissioners, of whom 
two at least shall be members of either House 
of Parliament, appointed by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. 

“(5) Any vacancy arising among any such 
four commissioners, whether by death, resigna- 
tion, incapacity, or otherwise, may be filled by 
the Lord Lieutenant ; and the Lord Lieutenant 
may appoint any member of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to take the place of the Vice- 
President in case of his illness or unavoidable 
absence. 


(6) For the purposes of any inquiry, an 
Appeal Commissioner shall have the same 
powers as an inspector of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, when holding an inquiry under 
the Public Health Act, 1878; and the Com- 
mission shall have the same power respecting 
costs as is given to the Local Government 
Board by section two hundred and ten of that 
Act. 

“(7) Any expenses of the Appeal Commis- 
sion, and of any officer assigned by the Locai 
Government Board to assist the Commission, 
shall be defrayed in like manner as the remune- 
ration of officers appointed by the Board for 
carrying this Act into effect is directed by 
Part Eight of this Act to be defrayed. 

“ (8) Any act of the Appeal Commission may 
be signified by any three of the commissioners 
under their hands.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
clause had been introduced in pursu- 
ance of an undertaking given’ to 
the honourable Member for North Louth 
as to whether it would not be desirable 
to submit decisions affecting county 
boundaries to a Commission of Appeal. 
He suggested that the Commission should 
consist of the Vice-President. of the Local 
Government Board, and er officio a Mem- 
ber of it, and other four Commissioners, 
of whom two at least should be Members 
of the Houses of Parliament, appointed 
by the Lord Lieutenant. The honour- 
able Member for North Louth, he 
observed, proposed as an Amendment 
that the two Members of Parliament 


should be Members of the House of 
Commons. He had no objection to 
accept that. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I thank the 


Government for the acceptance of the 
proposal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR moved the 
clause, with the Amendment, and it was 
read a second time. 


Mr. Jordan. 
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On the question that the clause be 
added to the Bill, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he should like 
to have an assurance from the Govern- 
ment that, in any appointments the Lord 
Lieutenant would not have regard to any 
partisan considerations. It was quite 
true that, with regard to the Members 
of Parliament, the House would have 
some control; but with regard to the 
other two Members it would be most 
unfair if this Commission were to consist 
of persons pitted against each other, and 
if there were to be any conflict. He 
hoped that the Government would give 
him an assurance of that kind. Most 
bitter memories still existed with regard 
to the jerrymandering in 1884-85. ‘They 
were entitled to have the boundary ques- 
tion carried out upon fairer terms. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway) said that 
it would be very unfair to select from 
counties men immediately concerned in 
the question to be considered. 

- 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUT said he had 
not received any instruction about that. 
Of course, the intention of the Govern- 
ment was to act as impartially as pos- 
sible. He entirely agreed with what had 
been said, that a Commission of that sort 
ought to be absolutely free from partisan 
bias. He was quite certain that the 
Lord Lieutenant would do his utmost to 
secure the services of gentlemen who 
would command the general respect of all 
parties. 


Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.) suggested that the House ought to 
do what had been done before—name in 
the clause the four Commissioners; or, 
at all events, if not the names of the 
two members of Parliament, the names 
of the other two members of the Com- 
mission. 


Clause added to the Bill. 
Another clause— 


“Page 58, after clause 82, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“ (1) In the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, the Registration Acts 
shall have effect as if for every date therein 
mentioned in July or August in respect of any 
matter there were substituted such day as is 
seven days later than that date. 

“ (2) As regards the register of voters to be 
made in the year one thousand eight hundred 
and ninety-eight, no election shall be ques- 
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tioned by reason of any error or informality 
whatsoever in relation to the filling up the 
forms or lists, the forming, printing, publish- 
ing, revising, or completing the lists of voters, 
or the register of voters, for any county or 
borough, or by reason of any matter or thin 
not having been done within the time limite 
by law for that purpose. The signature of 
the chairman or revising barrister, or his 
deputy, to such register shall be conclusive 
evidence that such register has been in all 
respects duly made and revised at the time and 
in the manner prescribed by, and in conformity 
with the Registration Acts and this Act.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
clause had been brought forward in con- 
sequence of numerous _ representa- 
tions made that the additional 
work thrown on the authorities to pre- 
pare the list of voters rendered it 
impossible to get the work done withir 
the legal time. He observed that the 
honourable Member for North Louth had 
an Amendment on the Paper, the effect 
of which would be to make the clause not 
transitory, but permanent. He did not 
think that it would be desirable for the 
Local Government Board to alter the 
registration law in that respect, and he 
was not quite sure that the suggested 
permanency of the dates in the Amend- 
ment was not a proposal outside the 
scope of the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would like 
to point out that the Government were 
themselves altering by this Bill other 
Acts outside its scope. That was to say, 
the 20th July was the last qualifying 
day. In England it was the Ist July. 
They altered it from the Ist to the 20th 
in 1885, and the Government proposed 
by this clause to make it a little later. 
With that he was quite in agreement. 
The Government proposed to make it the 
27th July. When they wanted to make 
an alteration of that sort it was very 
desirable to make it a permanent one. 
Nothing was worse, from the point of 
view of organisation, whether Conserva- 
tive or Nationalist, than this system of 
in and out running as to dates. Once 
they made t!.is vast change for the entire 
country people would regard it as being 
done for all time, and not as transitory 
at all. They must not get the wrong 
date in the heads of the people. Once it 
was rooted there it was difficult after- 


-wards to get it out. 
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It was just as unfair 
from the point of view of the Conserva-_ 
tive, as from the point of view of the 
Nationalist. 


*Mr. M. HEALY said he was anxious to 
hear from the Government some reason 
for the clause, which was only justifiable 
when the necessity for the change was 
shown. He did not see himself very well 
the object of the clause in altering the 
date for a week, and he should like to 
know whether the change was to be per- 
manent or temporary. All the dates in 
the Registration Acts were fixed at the 
time those Acts came into force; and 
they were a month too early. 


Mr. TULLY said the clause appeared 
to him to be a very reasonable one. It 
was absolutely necessary, if the printing 
of the lists was to be done within the 
time. He would press upon the Govern- 
ment that they should make at least 
sub-section 1 a permanent clause. The 
printing of these lists was very expensive 
to the ratepayers. The ordinary supple- 
mentary lists were sent to the printer on 
the 9th July, and they were supposed to 
be finished on the 20th July—that was 
eleven days. Two of those days were 
necessarily Sundays, and two Sundays 
taken out of 11 days left only nine work- 
ing days for the printing of those lists. 
Then there were only three days for the 
printing of the list of objections. They 
commenced on the Saturday and ended 
on the Monday. Saturday was only a 
half-day, and on Sunday they could not 
work, except at a high rate of wages. 
The result was that there was only a 
day and a half for the printing of the 
list of objections, which were very often 
thousands in number. He thought that 
if the time were extended it would work 
for the good of the ratepayers. If they 
gave more time to the printers there 
would be less chance of error and mis- 
takes. He thought on the whole that 
this was a very useful clause, and that if 
the Government made sub-section 1 a 
permanent clause it would be welcomed 
in Ireland. He knew how the matter 


pressed upon the printing trade in Ire- 
land, and he thought that by extending 
the time seven days, something of prac- 
tical benefit would be done. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL thought there was 
another reason, in addition to that given 
by the honourable Gentleman who spoke 
last ; it afforded greater opportunities 
for proposing a larger number of names 
on the register. He thought that in this 
case there was a large and important 
‘change in the law being made. The 
officials had been called upon to prepare 
lists extremely difficult to get ready ip 
the time. An Amendment cf the sort 
proposed was most desirable, and he 
earnestly appealed to the right honour- 
able Gentleman to consider the appeal 
made to him by the honourable Member 
for North Louth and make the clause 
permanent. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there were tech- 
nical reasons which rendered it expedient 
to extend in this particular year the 
limits of time prescribed by the Regis. 
tration Acts. 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To insert in Mr. Gerald Balfour’s new 
clause as to registration in 1898, in line 1, 
after ‘ninety-eight,’ ‘and thereafter.’ ”—/( Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I presume the 
Royal Assent cannot be given to this 
Measure at before the 6th of 
August, and I cannot see the good, 
therefore, of making a provision which 


least 


will be absolutely useless so far as the 
year 1898 is concerned. But there is 
another objection to this Amendment, of 
a constitutional type. It 
facto legislation, and there is the strong- 
est objection in the minds of everybody 
to anything in the nature of er post facto 
legislation. In other words, this is a 
suggestion to registration agents all over 
the country, to clerks of the peace, and 
to persons collecting rates to break the 
law with impunity. Let us suppose that 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Attorney General was in a court arguing 
this point in connection with a registra- 
tion appeal, and that in a particular case 
the claimant had not been in occupation 
-on the last day of the qualifying period 


is er post 
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allowed by law, and you produced the 
Local Government Act to show, for- 
sooth, that you had an extension of seven 
days upon the Act coming into force in 
the month of August, how would any court 
treat a provision of this kind? It would 
be ridiculous unless there were some ex- 
press provision inserted that this was 
ex post facto legislation, or some rigma- 
role construction of that kind which had 
never yet found its place in any Act. 
This may seem a very small affair, but in 
my judgment it involves an important 
principle, and to suggest, as you are doing 
by this clause, that registration agents 
should be able to break the existing 
law is, to say the least, very undesirable. 
Upon that ground alone I move the 
Amendment. But there is an additional 
reason. I think it is very inexpedient, 
having regard to the existing law, that 
the clause should be inserted. I move 
the Amendment, therefore, to make the 
law certain, and because I think it is 
most desirable that the change should 
operate permanently, and not be limited 
to the present year. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said _ the 
honourable Member seemed to object to 
the clause on the ground that it was 
clearly legislation. By 
making the change permanent, however, 
as he suggested, they would be altering 
the law of registration in a very impor- 
tant particular. He submitted that such 
a serious reform of the law could not be 


retrospective 


considered with advantage upon the 
Report stage of the Bill before the 
House. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman seems to think that the clause 
as it stands will meet the object that the 
Government have in view. I venture to 
say, Sir, that the clause as it stands does 
not extend the period by one day. 


Amendment put— 


“Line 1, after ‘ninety-eight,’ insert ‘and 
thereafter.’ ” 


Negatived. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 6, after ‘election,’ insert ‘under this 
Act.’”"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the object of 
the Amendment was that it should be 
applicable only to elections under this 
Act. The Government had repudiated 
Amendments continually on the ground 
that they had been attempting to alter 
the law generally, outside Government 
matters. He agreed that it was 
most desirable to alter the law as it 
stood. What he wanted was to pin the 
Government to a line of consistency and 
compel them to state whether they were 
going to alter the law for general Parlia- 
mentary purposes or not. If they were 
going to alter it for general Parliamen- 
tary purposes let them reject his Amend- 
ment. If not, let them accept it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the clause had 
been copied from the Act of 1884, and 
was necessarily designed to affect all 
elections. If it were not so it would 
leave the list of Parliamentary voters 
entirely ineffectual, and possibly illegal, 
in many respects. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was satis- 
fied with that explanation, and begged 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 
When various proposals had been made 
from the Irish Benches, they had been 
resisted on the ground that they would 
alter the general law, which they were 
told it was not intended to do by the 
Bill; but after the statement of the 
Attorney General that this clause did 
not alter the general law as to elections 
that excuse could no longer be put 
forward. 


The Amendment was then, by leave, 
withdrawn. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) said 
he did not himself care whether the 
clause was introduced or not, but he 
thought it would be a great convenience 
to those having to do with the registra- 
tion if they knew that the qualifying 
period was extended from the 20th to 
the 27th July. He had no objection to 
such extension. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said the Registration 
Acts fixed the qualifying period. How- 
ever, he would look carefully into the 
matter and see what could be done. 


*Mr. M. HEALY observed that the 
Act fixed the qualifying date as 20th 
July. 


The clause was then added to the 
Bill. 


Another clause— 


“Where it appears, upon inquiry made by 
the Local Government Board, that a board of 
guardians in any county has refused to con- 
sider representations under the Labourers (Ire- 
land) Acts, 1882 to 1896, or has failed to carry 
out a scheme under the provisions of these 
Acts, the Local Government Board may by 
sealed order constitute the county council the 
local authority for carrying out the provisions 
of said Acts. Provided that no such order 
shall be made without one month’s notice in 
writing to the guardians of the intention to 
make such order; and if, upon such notice 
being served, the guardians then undertake to 
carry out the provisions of the Labourers Acts 
aforesaid, no such order hall be made.”—( Mr. 
J. P. Farrell.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he could 
not accept the clause. Even if it were 
carried, it would be of no benefit to the 
labourers. At present, if the guardians 
did not carry out their duties under the 
Labourers Act, the Local Govern- 
ment Board, through their inspector, 


did so. If, however, this clause were 
passed, the Local Government Board 
would immediately cast off their 


responsibility for this duty and put it 
on the county council. It was not at 
all likely that the county council would 
be as ready to carry out the Acts as 
were the Local Government Board, but 
quite the reverse. He hoped, therefore, 
the honourable Member would not press 
his Amendment. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, §.) also 
opposed the Amendment. He said if 
the honourable Member the mover of 
the Amendment desired to prevent the 
erection of labourers’ cottages, he could 
not more effectually achieve his object 
than by transferring the responsibility 
from the Local Government Board to 
the county council. For his own part, 
he would much rather trust to the 
tender mercies of the Local Government 
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Board than to the parsimonious disposi- 
tion of many of the county councillors 
in Ireland. 


Mr. FARRELL said that, as the 
impression seemed general on his side 
of the House that the Amendment should 
not be persisted in, he asked leave to 
withdraw it. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another clause— 


“A loan raised after the passing of this 
Act, under the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, 
and any acts amending that Act, shall be re- 
paid within such period, not exceeding sixty 
years, as the guardians, with the sanction of 
the Local Government Board, may determine, 
either by equal yearly or half-yearly instal- 
ments of principal or principal and interest, or 
by means of a sinking fund.”—(Sir T'hos. Lea.) 


*Sir T. LEA: In this case, I believe, 
Members do not know how much worse 
off Ireland is than England in regard to 
borrowing powers. We can _ hardly 
believe that at the present moment 
we cannot borrow money for a 
longer period than 20 years, whereas 
in England you can borrow for a 
period of 60 years. In England you 
can borrow from the public authorities 
at the lowest rate of interest, whereas 
in Ireland we are practically forbidden 
to borrow from any public authorities 
whatever. The result is that we have 
to pay a higher rate of interest than 
English boards of guardians. Under the 
Public Works Act of last year English 
boards of guardians can borrow from the 
Public Works Loan Department at 2} 
per cent. for repayment in less than 20 
years; at the rate of 3 per cent. for 
repayment in not exceeding 40 years; 
and at 3} per cent for loans for not 
exceeding 60 years. I contend, Sir, that 
what was done for England under the 
Act of last year ought to be done for 
Ireland under the Act this year. It 
stands to reason and common sense that 
if boards of guardians have to build and 
enlarge public works by borrowing at 
the rate of 4 or 5 per cent., whereas in 


England they can borrow at 2? per cent.. 


to 3} per cent. interest, Irish boards 
of guardians must stand at an enormous 


Mr. Jordan. 
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disadvantage ; and no wonder that work-. 
houses in Ireland are insanitary and 
suffer by comparison with what English 
boards of guardians can effect in tke- 
same direction. I cannot but believe 
that the Government, actuated by a 
spirit of fairness, will accept the Amend- 
ments which stand in my name, and: 
which I now beg to move. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
Government would raise no _ objec- 
tion to the clause. The conditions 


under which the boards of guardians 
in Ireland were enabled to borrow money 
were undoubtedly unsatisfactory, and 
the alterations suggested by the honour- 
able baronet were most desirable. 


Clause agreed to, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


“In the Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and 
any other enactment relating to borrowing by 
boards of guardians, the Commissioners of 
Public Works in Ireland shall, as respects any 
borrowing after the passing of this Act, be 
substituted for the Public Works Loan Com- 
missioners, and the loan may be made for the 
period above mentioned.”—(Sir T’hos. Lea.) 


Clause agreed to, and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 

“Guardians may borrow money under the 
Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and any Acts 
amending that Act, for the purpose of repay- 
ing any outstanding part of any loan raised by 
them under those Acts which they have power 
to repay.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) 

*Mr. M. HEALY did not think 
that the clause as it stood would cover 
loans raised by the guardians under the 
Medical Charities Act. He moved— 

“ After ‘that Act’ to insert ‘including the 
Medical Charities Act.’” 


*Sir T. LEA said he had no objection 
to ‘the Amendment suggested by the 
honourable Member for Cork. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After ‘that Act’ to insert ‘including the 
Medical Charities Act.’” 
clause 


Amendment agreed to, and 


added to the Bill. 
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Another clause— 


“ Any money so borrowed shall be repaid in 
the manner directed by this section, and within 
the same period as that originally sanctioned 
for the repayment of the loan, unless the Local 
Government Board consent to the period for 
repayment being enlarged, but that period 
shall in no case exceed sixty years from the 
date of the original borrowing.”—(Sir Thos. 
Lea.) 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bili. 


On the return of the SPEAKER after the 
usual interval, 


Another new clause— 


“The Commissioners of Public Works in 
Ireland may, on the application of any guar- 
dians, and on the recommendation of the Local 
Government Board, make any loan to such 
guardians, in pursuance of the powers of bor- 
rowing conferred by the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Act, 1838, and any Acts amending that Act, 
on the security of any fund or rate applicable 
to any of the purposes of the said Poor Relief 
(Ireland) Act, 1838, and without requiring any 
further or other security, such loans to be 
repaid within a period not exceeding sixty 
years, and to bear interest at such rates, not 
less than two and three-quarters per cent. per 
annum, as in the opinion of the Treasury are 
sufficient to enable such loans to be made with- 
out loss to the Exchequer.”—(Sir Thos. Lea.) 


*Sir T. LEA said he would not move 
the addition of this new clause, as the 
point raised had been already met. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Mr. Speaker, I 
beg leave to call your attention to the 


fact that there are not 40 Members 
present. 
After a Count, 40 Members being 


present, the Debate was resumed. 


Another clause— 


“Page 32, after clause 51, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 

“The term within which a loan borrowed by 
the county council is to be repaid shall be such 
period, not exceeding sixty years, as the coun- 
cil, with the consent of the Local Government 
Board, determine in each case, having regard 
to the duration of the work or object for which 
the loan is borrowed._(Mr. G. Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I beg to 
move the Second Reading of this clause, 
which has been put down in pursuance 
of an understanding arrived at in Com- 
mittee. It extends the period in which 
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loans borrowed by the county council 
are to be repaid in from 30 to oU years. 
I undertook to ascertain what was the 
view of the English Local Government 
Board on the subject. They thought the 
change one which was desirable to adopt 
in England, and I agreed that it should 
be put down on the Report stage of this 
Bill. I now move it. 


Question put— 


“That this clause be now read a second 


time.” 
Motion agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That this clause be added to the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Another clause— 


“The audit of any accounts under this Act 
shall be made under the prescribed rules by 
auditors selected from a list, to be settled by 
the Local Government Board, of chartered cr 
other professional accountants for the time 
being in practice in Ireland, and who shall be 
appointed by the county, borough, or district 
councils, or local bodies, subject to the approval 
of the Local Government Board, or may in the 
absence of such appointment be appointed by 
the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: At the present 
time the Government have the right 
of appointing auditors for the audit of 
the accounts of local bodies, but this Bill 
gives very largely-extended powers to 
auditors, and I think it is only fair that 
chartered or other professional account- 
ants should have a right to be included 
in the list of official auditors who may 
be called upon to do duty under this Act. 
Sir, in the case of Scotland there is no 
such thing, I am informed, as an official 
auditor, and the Scotch authorities may 
call in any proper person belonging to 
the group of chartered accountants to do 
their work. It therefore occurs to me that 
we are in this Bill giving an enormous 
extension to Government patronage, 
while at the same time we are excluding 
from the work and from employment a 
number of géntlemen who are fairly en- 
titled to ‘be called in to do this class of 
work. Sir, the chartered accountants of 
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Ireland are not Nationalists. ‘he 
majority of them, I fancy, would ratner 
incline to the Conservative side, and 
therefore it cannot be said that there is 
anything of a partisan or party character 
in the Amendment which I have moved. 
But, Sir, there is another reason—a very 
important reason—for this Amendment. 
According to the law the Government 
are entitled to exact from the counties a 
quarter per cent. for the cost of audit- 
ing—that is to say, 5s. for every £100. 
Take the county of Cork. A quarter per 
cent. of the valuation of the county of 
Cork would amount to hundreds and 
hundreds of pounds. I believe recently 
the Government have agreed to reduce 
the cost of audit from 5s. to 3s. 6d. in 
the £100, but even that is monstrous 
imposition and a shocking extravagance. 
Why should the county of Cork pay the 
Government 3s. 6d. in the £100 for an 
audit which it could itself get effectively 
carried out for Gd. in the £100! It 
therefore occurs to me this matter must 
be looked at not only from the point of 
view of the chartered accountants them- 
selves, who as a body are entitled to 
some consideration, but it must also be 
regarded as an economic question to be 
considered in the interests of the tax- 
payers. There is a third consideration. 
I do not desire to find fault with the 
gentlemen who do the work of auditing 
in Ireland. They have a very difficult 
duty to discharge, and they do it under 
considerable pressure, and I am not at 
all inclined to say, if they make occa- 
sional slips, that, taken on the whole, 
they do not do their work with fairness 
and without needless irritation; but in 
some cases, undoubtedly, you do meet 
with what I might call “ pernickity” 
auditors who give needless trouble. And, 
Sir, it occurs to me that we ought to 
have some protection from half-pay 
captains, who have no more training in 
arithmetic than myself, and I find it very 
difficult to add up two and two without 
previous notice. We want some protec- 
tion from the class of persons who are 
pitchforked into the position of auditors 
by the Government. I may be told that 
if the Amendment is adopted the Govern- 
ment will have no protection, and that 
these accountants mie¢it ley towards 
favouritism in some local bodies and 
permit extravagance. Does that happen 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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in Scotland? Is the Scotsman so virtu- 
ous an individual, taking him on the 
whole, that he should be more favoured 
in this respect?’ The baubee is not a bit 
more sacred in Scotland than the half- 
penny or the farthing is in Ireland, and 
I venture to think that if there was any- 
thing like malfeasance, misconduct, or 
corruption in the discharge of the duties, 
the Government would very soon hear 
about it, and the auditor would not be 
again employed. The auditors are to be 
selected from a list, and if the Local 
Government Board consider that a com- 
plaint against a particular auditor in a 
given year was well founded, they need 
not renew his name in the list. It 
appears to me, therefore, that on every 
ground we are entitled to have some pro- 
tection from the class of persons who are 
appointed by the Irish Government. Sir, 
the auditors appointed now need not 
even pass a Civil Service examination. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is a 


qualifying examination. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes; but we all 
know what a qualifying examination is. 
It is a dodge invented ‘oy the Irish 
Government to give to a favourite the 
first rung of the ladder. If he passes his 
A BC, his rule of three, and other 
branches of profound learning, he is 
then to be put in command of the Chan- 
nel Fleet, if necessary, so far as Dublin 
Castle is concerned. I do think that the 
Government should throw open the posi- 
tion of auditor to competitive examina- 
tion instead of qualifying examination, so 
that there should be some method by 
which the general body of auditors in the 
country might be called upon and requi- 
sitioned by the local authority. If they 
refuse us that, the time will come when 
we shall have to move that the monstrous 
percentage which is now charged for the 
purpose of auditing should be cut down 
to a fixed sum, say, to not more than a 
London chartered accountant would 
charge if he were winding up a big com- 
pany or auditing the accounts of a single 
company in a given year. At all events, 
we should have some rate fixed in pro- 
portion to the duties these men dis- 
charge. I have come to the conclusion 
that for every 6d. the auditors save to 
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the people, in the act of saving them that 
6d. they cost them 7$d. That is my 
summary of the entire system of audits, 
assessments, and all those things which 
go to make up that fiscal entity—the 
political government of Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
often noticed tnat the speeches of the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth are fanciful and imaginative in 
proportion as he had a weak case, and I 
do not think the speech he has just 
delivered is any exception to that rule. 
The honourable and learned Member 
himself, I think, must admit that the 
honourable Member moved this Amend- 
ment, at all events, in the interests of the 
chartered accountants. But we have not 
only the interests of the chartered 
accountants to consider, but also the 


interests of good local government 
in Ireland, and in_ the interests 
of good local government I feel 
bound to offer a strenuous opposi- 


tion to this clause. It is necessary, and 
there must be an absolutely efficient and 
independent audit of the accounts, and 
you ought not to place the choice of 
auditors under the control of the very 
persons whose financial conduct is to be 
the subject of investigation. That would 
be the effect of this clause if adopted 
by the House. The honourable and 
learned Member suggests that this 
change should be made subject to the 
sanction of the Local Government Board, 
but that is practically so now. I do not 
think, however, that the councils should 
have power to sit in judgment upon their 
own financial proceedings, and that is not 
a principle which the Government could 
accept. It knows that unfortunately it 
is the system which exists at the present 
time in English boroughs, but I cannot 
help saying that it is my conviction that 
it is a great misfortune that such a 
system does exist in English boroughs, 
and I think it ought to be changed, and 
would be changed with great advantage. 
I do not think the honourable Member is 
quite right in saying that the county 
councils have the choice of an auditor 
in Scotland from the list of chartered 
accountants only, The Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland) Act, of 1889, section 68, 
provides that the accounts shall be 
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raudited as the Secretary for Scotland 
may from time to time prescribe. There 
fore I think the honourable Member 
opposite has been misled in supposing 
that county councils in Scotland have the 
power to choose their own auditor. But, 
again, I say that even if they had that 
power in Scotland, it is certainly not a 
power which should be extended to the 
county councils in Ireland. I think the 
interests of good local government in 
Ireland absolutely demand that the 
auditor appointed should be an indepen- 
dent person, and I should not have to 
fear the consequences of any surcharge 
that he might make upon the county 
council, because that auditor, having 
surcharged them, if employed by the 
council direct, might be less likely to be 
employed again by them in the future. 
That is the reason why I cannot accept 
this proposal. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St, 
Stephen’s Green): I rise to support the 
Amendment of the honourable and 
learned Member for Louth. As I under- 
stand, the objection of the Government 
is to be found in the portion of the 
Amendment that leaves the appointment 
of the auditor in the hands of the county 
council or the district council. Now, I 
would suggest, in order to meet the 
objection, that the honourable and 
learned Member for Louth should omit 
from his clause the words in the centre 
of it— 


“and who shall be appointed by the county, 
borough, or district councils, or local bodies.” 


If I am in order I will propose that as 
an Amendment to this clause. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member will be in order in 
moving that after the Second Reading 
of the clause, 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I think this 
change can be easily made by this Amend. 
ment. As to the principle of the clause I 
am entirely in favour of it, and so long as 
you have a system of chartered accoun- 
tants, if it is worth while distin- 
guishing that profession by a charter, it 
seems to me that it is also worth while 
to provide that the chartered profession 
should enjoy those benefits, and that it 
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should be confined to their ranks. The. 
only difficulty seems to be in handing 
over the appointments to those local 
bodies, and I would suggest that the 
power of appointment should be placed 
in the hands of the Local Government 
Board, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
desire to suj slement to some extent the 
remarks of i 1e honourable and learned 
Member fo: Dublin. I believe this 
Amendment will be useful, and I am cer- 
tain if the Government come to consider 
this point, that chartered accountants 
belong to a profession which is guided 
under certain rules laid down in the 
charter as to their efficiency, they must 
conclude that they are the proper gentle- 
men to audit public accounts. The 
Amendment, I understand, moved by the 
honourable and learned Member opposite 
meets some of the objections of the 
Government. I entirely agree with the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth and the honourable and learned 
Member opposite upon this question. 
The chartered accountants are the gen- 
tlemen who are skilled and experts in 
these matters, and they should have the 
auditing of these public accounts. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee): Reference has 
been made to the practice in vogue in 
Scotland. Now, I simply wish to state 
what has recently come under my own 
observation. It is a fact that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland has the appointment of 
auditors under the control of the Local 
Government Board, but I know of no 
case in which half-pay officers, or other 
persons who are not professionally 
trained and competent, have ever been 
appointed by the Secretary for Scotland 
or the Local Government Board. An 
appointment was only made the other 
day in a district in Fife with which I am 
connected, and a chartered accountant 
of great ability and well-known position 
was selected by the Secretary for Scot- 
land for the appointment. The principle 
that the auditor appointed should be an 
independent person is an important prin- 
ciple, but it is also important that he 
should be professionally qualified for the 
appointment he seeks. I trust that in 
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some form or other this principle will 
be recognised in all these appointments 
for Ireland. If we are to legislate satis- 
factorily, we should apply the same priu- 
ciple to both countries. I have not heard 
of a single complaint in Scotland, and | 
cannot therefore see on what grounds 
objection can be taken to the Am -nd- 
ment proposed by the honourable and 
learned Member, because what works well 
in Scotland should also work weil in 
Treland. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I wish to allude 
to the two classes of officials in 
Ireland whose conduct is under the notice 
of the Parliamentary Sub-Commissioners 
and resident magistrates. Now, we have 
obtained from the Government from tixe 
to time Returns showing what their quali- 
fications should be, and that their past 
history is useful and relevant to the ques- 
tion of their appointment. The time has 
now arrived for the issuing of such a 
Return. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
such a Return issued. 


18 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I have-:iot examined 
that Return, and therefore I will not 
speak of its contents. I think I may 
fairly assume, in respect of the quali- 
fications in these Returns, that not in 
the case of one single individual has it 
been laid down that he was ever a pro- 
fessional accountant. I believe that in 
Ireland it is absolutely unknown, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Government, in select- 
ing a person for appointment as an off- 
cial auditor, has ever appointed a man 
to the position who was a_ professional 
accountant. There may have been some 
officials transferred from one position to 
another, but certainly, so far as the ordi- 
nary character of the action of the Local 
Government Board in appointing these 
gentlemen is concerned, the last thing 
they ever dreamt of doing is to select a 
person who has been a_ professional 
accountant. I should have thought that 
if you wanted an effective audit the way 
to get it was to secure for the doing of 
the work a man who has had a profes- 
sional training, which gives him a special 
fitness for the office ; but nothing of the 
kind has occurred in the case of the 
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Government appointments. They have 
been described as half-pay captains, but, 
at all events, they are certainly persons 
of no sort of training in the special busi- 
ness of accountants ; and, of course, this 
class of work requires not merely a 
special knowledge of accounts, but it also 
requires same knowledge of the Act of 
' Parliament under which these various 
Departments are worked, and that class 
of knowledge, so far as I am aware, has 
been absent in previous appointments. 
I do not know whether it would recon- 
cile the Government if my honourable 
and learned Friend the Member for Louth 
were to accept the suggestion of the 
honourable and learned Member opposite, 
which would enable the Local Govern- 
ment Board to make the selection instead 
of the county council. That, I think, 
would be the only objection to the clause, 
and it would secure the point of the 
right honourable Gentleman. I think 
the Chief Secretary himself will recognise 
the force of that objection for the exten- 
sion of the official class in Ireland. But, 
Sir, the other ground on which this 
Amendment has been urged is the 
ground of economy, which was not 
noticed by the Chief Secretary. Will 
the Chief Secretary allow me to tell him 
what the position of affairs in the county 
of Cork is! The existing law is that the 
Government may tax the county to the 
extent of 5s. per cent., and year after 
year in the county of Cork the Govern- 
ment enforced and compelled the payment 
of this percentage; but in consequence 
of the protest of the Cork grand jury 
the amount has been reduced to 3s. 6d. 
The charge for auditing the accounts of 
Cork County come to something like 
£300 a year. Now, I say that any 
auditor, either at Cork or Dublin, who 
would be likely to be appointed to this 
position either by the Local Government 
Board or by the county council would 
be very glad to do the work for £100 a 
year, which would be a very large charge. 
Still, I put it on a liberal scale, and I do 
says that the accounts of the county of 
Cork could be effectively audited for 
£100, instead of which they have been 
costing, year after year, £300. I am 
aware that the Government propose to 
repeal the clause charging the county 
5s. per cent., but we have had no state 
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ment as to the scale of charges which 
they intend to substitute for it, and the 
effect of that repeal is this, that it gives 
no power of introducing a charge for 
effecting an audit which they have not 
already, but it does give them a power 
to increase the charge for effecting it, 
and, so far as I know, when this clause 
passes into law, it will be competent for 
the Government to charge the counties 
anything they please for the audit. We 
have had no statement from the Govern- 
ment as to the scale of expenses they 
intend to place upon the counties for 
auditing. We have no assurance that the 
charges will be reduced, we have no 
assurance that they will not be increased ; 
and if the Government are not prepared 
to make us some reasonable assurance in 
reference to the appointment of auditors 
I cannot quite see how matters will be 
improved, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I ask leave to 
withdraw my Amendment now. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I now beg to pro- 
pose, in lieu of the Amendment which I 
have just withdrawn by leave, the fol- 
lowing— 


“The audit of any accounts under this Act 
shall be made under the prescribed rules by 
auditors selected from the list to be supplied 
by the Local Government Board, which shall 
include chartered or other professional account- 
ants for the time being in practice in Ireland, 
and which shall be appointed by the Local 
Government Board.” 


The Government, with that Amendment, 
may take the chartered accountant, and 
may include him in their list. It gives 
these professional gentlemen a chance of 
being employed, and I hope that the 
Government will not object to that. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE (Wilts, Crick- 
lade): I hope that the right honourable 
Gentleman will be able to see his way 
to accepting the new Amendment, 
because it lays down a perfectly fair 
principle. I think everybody concerned 
with local government will endorse what 
the Chief Secretary said when he laid 
it down as an unanswerable proposition 
auditor ought to be an 
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independent man. But I may point out 
that in regard to the English boroughs, 
which he quoted as full of rather lament- 
able instances to the contrary in regard to 
the audit, the principal evils which arise 
in those boroughs arise from the fact 
that there is no statutory direction to 
the English boroughs as to whom they 
shall appoint—in fact, they have the 
right of appointing their own auditors. 
They are not bound to employ chartered 
accountants—they may appoint anybody, 
and in some of the minor boroughs they 
practically appoint members of their own 
body, and evils arise in consequence. 
My honourable Friend, whom I see oppo- 
site, the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, will bear me out in what I 
am saying. There is no statutory direc- 
tion in England that boroughs shall 
appoint chartered accountants. I quite 
agree that the best plan of all is to have 
the auditor appointed by an independent 
authority, and therefore, if my honour- 
able Friend had moved his Amendment 
as originally drafted I should have 
myself made the suggestion which he has 
accepted from the honourable Member, 
because it is one that commends itself 
to me. All we urge is that there shall ve 
some security that these appointments 
shall not be used for the purpose of 
party patronage, but that the persons 
appointed shall be fit persons. I can 
hardly imagine a better security than to 
say that they shall be chosen from an 
important body like the chartered 
accountants, a profession which is 
increasing in importance every day. I 
cannot agree with what the Chief Secre- 
tary said, that if a chartered accountant 
is called in he might have to audit the 
accounts of a gentleman who might pos- 
sibly have been himself a chartered 
accountant, and that he would perhaps 
be a little inclined to remember that they 
both belong to the same profession. That 


I do not think is a fair or a reasonable 
deduction. 
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Mr. PINKERTON: I rather object to 
this Amendment, as it is permissive in 
its character, giving the Government 
power to revert to the old system, and 
only putting the chartered accountant on 
the list; by this Amendment you give 
Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 
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the Government the power to put on the 
list broken-down military men to be 
auditors who could not give you change 
for a shilling. I think that the Amend- 
ment should make it compulsory on the 
part of the Government to put upon 
their list properly qualified men, but 
that the Government should have 
power to select the accountants and not 
the county council. I think the Govern- 
ment should be authorised to select pro- 
perly qualified men to deal with the 
accounts of each county council. I know 
men employed as public auditors who 
simply employ a set of under-paid clerks 
to do the work for them. The auditors 
earn their money by the simple process 
of signing their names. I think this 
Amendment should be drafted in such a 
way as to prevent the Government revert- 
ing to the old and objectionable form. 


Mr. JORDAN: I cannot say that I am 


at all in favour of doing away 
with the auditors appointed by the 
Local Government Board and_ sub- 


stituting for them chartered accountants. 
I have no such faith in the dond fides of 
the chartered accountant as some of my 
friends seem to have. In fact, there is 
scarcely a bogus company, or one that 
has gone to the wall, that cannot get a 
chartered accountant to vouch for their 
accounts. It has been found so in many 
instances, and, while they are probably 
a very respectable body of men and a 
respectable profession, yet I think 
they might be scarcely independent 
enough to be put into that position in 
which some of my friends wish to place 
them. There may be a considerable 
amount of competition between them, 
and button-holing ‘and other matters of 
that sort, in order that they might get 
appointments. The chief objection, in 
my opinion, is the cost of the audit. I 
cannot myself see on what principle cr 
on what scale the charges for audit are 
made against these public bodies. The 
honourable Member for Cork has said 
there is no scale and no principle as to 
what charges are to be made. I do not 
think the charges ought to be so great 
as has been stated. I want to know from 
the Chief Secretary, isthe assessment for 
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auditing accounts more than _ the 
ordinary expenses and salary during the 
time in which the auditor is engaged, or 
does the Government make any profit 
out of the transaction? I think there 
ought to be an inclusive charge for the 
auditing of public accounts, which should 
include a man’s reasonable salary during 
the time he is occupied, and his travel- 
ling expenses. If that is so, I think the 
man ought to be appointed altogether 
independent of these chartered  ac- 
countants, and I think then we shall 
have the work done as well and as 
efficiently and as independently by this 
class of men as by any chartered 
accountant. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: My sympathies 
are with the right honourable Gentleman 
in the difficulties which he must have in 
coming to a conclusion on this subject. 
The honourable Member for North Louth 
proposes one Amendment; that was 
taken objection to. Then he proposed 
to water down his original proposition 
with a view to getting the thin edge of 
the wedge in; that is objected to by the 
honourable Member for Galway; and 
then the honourable Member for 
Fermanagh gets up and objects to 
the whole proceeding; and I say, 
therefore, that we are in a dread- 
ful difficulty. I would like to know 
whether the honourable Member for 
Fermanagh approves of the present 
system. He has made a very serious 
attack on the profession of the chartered 
accountant. He has given them a very 
bad charactcr, and I would like to know, 
is he prepared to give, consequently, a 
correspondingly good character to half- 
pay officers with whom we are at present 
acquainted? Surely there is something in 
the nature of the democratic proposal con- 
tained in the Amendment of the honour- 
able Member for North Louth which 
ought to commend itself to the honour- 
able Member. At present we do not 
know anything about the influences which 
are at work relating to the appointment 
of auditors. The honourable Member for 
Fermanagh referred to button-holing 7n 
the part of those gentlemen who will be 
seeking the new appointments. Is there 


{6 Juny 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill. 46 


not. button-holing at present—backstairs 
work, in which the voice of the repre- 
sentatives of the people is not heard at 
all? I am surprised and amazed that a 
Member representing a Nationalist con- 
stituency should seek to defend in the 
smallest way the present system of 
appointments. 


Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL: I hope that 
the Government will accept the very 
moderate proposal, as I understand it, of 
the honourable Member for North Louth. 
In the first place, he has got rid of the 
objection raised by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, because 
he not only leaves the final selection in 
the hands of the Local Government 
Board, but his Amendment does not even 
confine the choice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to chartered or professional 
accountants. It only asks that the char- 
tered or professional accountant should 
have a chance in the competition 
between themselves and outsiders for 
these valuable appointments, and, there- 
fore, [think that the present Amendment 
is one that ought to be accepted. 
It has this very great advantage, that 
it would be a very great saving to 
the country, because in the case of 


new and temporary appointments 
any superannuation allowance would 
be entirely out of the question. 


But I would press upon the Government 
the injustice of having a_ profession 
enjoying a charter and the members not 
being allowed to compete for these 
appointments. All that is asked is that 
the Local Government Board shall put 
them upon the list. They are not asked 
to appoint them, but merely to give them 
the chance of entering into competition 
with outsiders. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
honourable Gentleman who had just 
spoken wes under a misapprehension. 
There was nothing whatever to exclude 
a chartered accountant from competing 
with outsiders, but if the Amendment 
were accepted in its present form it 
would cause a complete revolution. The 
auditors were at present permanent 
officials ; the effect of this Amendment, 
if adopted, would be that in place of 
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permanent officials there would be a list 
of chartered accountants. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it did not 
abolish the permanent officials. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said: There 
were a certain number of gentlemen 
occupying permanent positions. The 
House must not for a moment imagine 
that the duties of these gentlemen were 
such as required all the skill of treament 
and investigation of an accountant. It was 
a comparatively simple matter to audit 
those accounts, but he was very glad that 
the examination which these gentlemen 
would go through was sufficient to insure 
that they were capable men. No one 
would seriously represent in the Debate 
that the Local Government Board would 
appoint any persons who were not com- 
petent to fulfil the technical duties which 
had to be discharged. There was, in his 
opinion, no reason for upsetting the 


system of auditing by permanent 
officials and substituting men who were 
employed temporarily. He believed 


the functions of auditing the accounts of 
the Local Government Boards were more 
likely to be adequately discharged by 
persons who were in the position of being 
permanent officials than by people 
selected simply for the purpose from a 
list. He would not dwell upon the 
initial difficulties which would certainly 
arise from the change from one system 
to another. He was by no means sure 
that it would be necessary to add to the 
number of official auditors of the Local 
Government Board; but if it were neces- 
sary so to do the number would not be 
large. In one argument it was said the 
permanent officials would be dispensed 
with if chartered accountants were em- 
ployed, whose services would be obtained 
for a much smaller sum. It had been 
argued that the system was enormously 


expensive. If it were the fact that the 


sum paid by the Local Government 
Board in connection with the audits 
was excessive, it ought to be cut 
down. He granted that it was not 
desirable that a profit should be 


made out of the auditors, or that a 

charge should be made that was not 

reasonable or just, and any representa- 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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tion made to him upon that score would 
receive his most careful consideration. 
He was unable to accept the Amendment 
in its present form, though it was per- 
fectly clear it was intended, when origi- 
nally put down, that the county councils 
should have the power to choose the 
auditors. And he was certainly not pre- 
pared to change in a moment the whole 
system as it now existed, and raise up 
difficulties which inevitably would occur. 
He could not agree with the suggestion 
of the honourable gentleman. and intro- 
duce a system which might not work 
well in place of one which had worked 
well. 


HEMPHILL 


resolution 


said 
was 


*Mr. SERJEANT 

that before the 
passed very careful consideration ought 
to be given to the present condition of 
things. As he understood, there were at 
the present moment nine auditors who 
were permanent officials, who were in 
receipt of a very substantial income. 
The question was, what was to be done 
with those nine officials, because if power 
to the county ‘councils to 
large number of chartered 
accountants in addition to those nine 
gentlemen, those appointments would 
naturally diminish the emoluments of 
those existing auditors? It did not 
appear that any complaints had been 
made of the manner in which those 
gentlemen had discharged their func- 
tions, and to his knowledge some _ of 
them, at all events, were educated 
men, two of them being members of 
his own profession. Waat occurred 
to him, and he thought the House was 
agreed upon that, was that nothing was 
more important than that these 
accounts, especially under the new system 
which was coming into existence, should 
be audited in the very best manner pos- 
sible. Everything should be done to 
insure two objects—efficiency of audit 
and economy in payment for same. 
What he would suggest to the House was 
that a clause should be framed in such a 
manner that all auditors, after the pre- 
sent holders of the office, should be 
selected from chartered accountants. 
The acceptance of that proposition would 


was given 


appoint a 
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meet many of the objections which were 
at present raised, and which were worthy 
of consideration, and would give security 
to the existing auditors, and get rid 
of what many of them felt to be a very 
great grievance—the possibility that 
they might be displaced from their posi- 
tions. It was not the rule for men in 
their position to be dismissed except 
upon very strong grounds. He asked 
when new appointments were made that 
candidates should be selected from the 
chartered accountants. If that sugges- 
tion were adopted he would support it. 


*Mr. M. HEALY said he thought 
the right honourable Gentleman had 
overlooked the expense of the pre- 


sent system. The present system in- 
volved very great expense, because the 
salaries paid to these gentlemen were 
£400 a year, rising to £700, and their 
services were only required at certain 
times of the year for a short period. 
For at least six months they had little 
or nothing to do. He did not think that 
the Government ought to maintain these 
gentlemen in the manner they did, and 
he thought that a scale of charges ought 
to be fixed for this work. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that under the 
present system the fees of the auditor 
were paid to official 
of the Local Board. 
He was originally appointed as a Poor 
Law official to audit the accounts of the 
board of guardians. His honourable Friend 
complained that a salary of from £400 
to £700 a year was paid to the auditors. 
Now he (the Attorney General) did not 
think, having regard to the importance 
of the duties they had to perform, that 
that was an extravagant sum. It might be 
that the skill of a chartered accountant 
was required to audit the accounts of 
banks and limited liability companies, 
and bring out satisfactory balance 
sheets. But that was not the position 
of an auditor under the Local Govern- 
ment Board. His was a much more 
responsible and difficult duty. He it 
was who had to decide whether certain 
payments were legal, and to charge the 
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members of public bodies with any sums 
that might be omitted, and he might 
take proceedings against such members 
to recover the sums from them. It 
was necessary, above all things, that 
these men should be independent and 
fearless in the discharge of their duties, 
and that could best be secured by having 
permanent officials paid by salary and 
absolutely independent of the body 
whose accounts they were auditing. He 
did not know that the proceedings of 
the courts in Dublin offered any evidence 
that they had not discharged their 
duties to the entire satisfaction of those 
who looked forward to them. He 
did not know why the auditors of the 
Local Government Board should be 
restricted to chartered accountants. It 


would be very unfair if chartered 
accountants were excluded. It was 
perfectly competent for the Local 
Government Board to select chartered 


accountants, but the Local Government 
Board auditors must have all the 
qualities to enable them to perform 
other duties than those usually performed 
by chartered accountants. 


MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
said they had no complaint whatever as 
to the who con- 
ducted the audits; there was no claim 
The question 
of economy was one which went closely 
to his mind. Ireland was already over- 
burdened with officialdom, and he did 
not want to see any new officials coming 
in and looking for superannuation, which 
came surely, as soon as one got grafted 
on the public service. 


Mr. FIELD said the honourable 
Member for Mid Tyrone knew very little 
about the present system. There would 
be no question of superannuation at all. 
The fact was that at present auditors 
were appointed by the Government on 
political grounds and not for their com- 
petency. 


Mr. 
competence of those 


as to their inefficiency. 


The House divided :—Ayes 110; Noes 
211.—(Division List No. 187.) 
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| 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 


Sm JOHN WILLOX (Liverpool, 
Everton): I beg to move, after clause 
76, to insert the following clause— 

“At all meetings, other than committee 
meetings, of county or district councils accre- 
dited representatives of the newspaper press 
shall be permitted to attend, and shall receive 
reasonable facilities for obtaining for the pur- 
poses of newspaper publication reports of the 
proceedings of such meetings.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary for me to 
make a long statement with reference 
to this proposed clause, which is so clear 
ond simple. The object of it is to make 
the Bill more effective and more useful 
to the public. The Bill sets up a large 
and important organisation elected by 
popular vote, and it is therefore desirable 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 





that the public should have a knowledge 
of what their representatives on the 
boards are doing. That can only be 
attained by securing facilities for the 
publication of fair and authentic reports. 
The theory of the law, I believe, is that 
the public have a right to admission to 


| the public proceedings of a public body, 


but in practice that is physically impos- 
sible, for the rooms in which the 
meetings are held are not spacious 
enough to allow of the public attending 
in any large numbers. It is, therefore, 


necessary that there should be a record 
of the proceedings made through the 


accustomed channels of public informa- 
tion, and that can only be done by means 
of the newspapers, and newspapers only 
obtain their reports by means of 
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reporters. The reporter cannot do his 
work unless reasonable facilities are pro- 
vided by which he can perform his duties 
and functions fairly and conveniently. 1 
may say, Mr. Speaker, that most boards, 
and in fact all large boards, already 
provide fair and reasonable facilities for 
the newspapers reporting their proceed- 
ings. But there are exceptions, especially 
among some of the smaller boards, which 
not only exercise their powers of exclu- 
sion, but do so capriciously. Some of 
these smaller boards exclude the Press 
entirely when it pleases’ them to do so; 
while others, in a spirit of antagonism to 
some particular newspaper, at the com- 
ments of which some of the members 
may have taken umbrage, exclude the 
representatives of that newspaper from 
the proceedings of the board. That is 
not only very unfair, but it is undesirable 
in the public interest, and the evil we 
desire to guard against is, in some few cases 
—very few, I am bound to say—where 
there is complete exclusion, and in other 
cases where there is capricious exclusion. 
Perhaps it may be suggested that the 
moving the insertion of this clause in 
the Irish Local Government Bill when no 
such clause exists in the English Bill 
may be regarded as invidious and 
unreasonable. But I should like to 
explain that the knowledge of the neces- 
sity for this clause has been gathered 
from the experience of England rather 
than from the of 
land. An honourable Member asks why 
we did not move it in the English Bill. 
We did not do so, because at that time 
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experience Tre- 


we had no knowledge of its necessity, 
for we had not experienced the way in 
which the of the boards have 
been exercised in England. If we had, I 
can assure honourable Members that the 
clause would have been moved at that 
time in the English Bill. At any rate, 
let me disabuse the minds of honourable 
Members opposite of the idea that this 
proposal is prompted in any way by a 
spirit of hostility or partisanship. On 
the contrary, I move it at the request of 
the representatives of the whole of the 
journalists of Ireland. It at their 


ps ywers 


is 


suggestion that it is proposed, and their 
recommendation has been endorsed by 


Sir J. Willoc. 
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the representative body of journalists in 
this country—the Institute of Journalists, 
There has been another suggestion made, 
that the clause, if passed, would impose 
upon the local authorities considerable 
expense in providing accommodation for 
a number of reporters. I do not think 
in practice that difficulty is likely to 
arise, because in any cases where the 
accommodation of the local board is 
small the requirements of the representa- 
tives of the Press likely to attend its 
proceedings will also be small. But, in 
any case, there is no desire to impose 
upon the local authorities new obliga- 
tions with regard to structural altera- 
tions or the addition of further accommo- 
dation. All we ask is that within the 
limits of their present resources the 
boards should provide reasonable facili- 
ties for the reporting of their proceed- 
ings. Another objection which has been 
hinted is that there are parts of the 
proceedings of all bodies performing 
representative duties and _ discharging 
administrative functions which ought to 
be reserved from the public knowledge, 
and that newspaper representatives ought 
not to be present at every part of every 
meeting. That objection is anticipated, 
I think, by the form of the clause. It 
provides that if the board resolves itself 
then no newspaper 
representatives would have any right to 
So that, upon all grounds, 


into committee, 
be present. 
it seems to me very desirable that these 
facilities * should be provided, not as a 
matter of grace or caprice on the part 
of the boards, but that this clause should 
put upon the Statute Book 
recognising the right of the public 
to hear or read what their representa- 
tives are doing in their public meetings. 
And in that desire—that the re 
porter should be nermitted to discharge 
his duty fairly and conveniently—that 
It did 
not originate on this side of the House ; 
it originated from the whole body 
working journalists, and it is placed in 
my hands simply because I have had 
some official connection with the Press. 
I hope it will not be thought that tiis 
Amendment is directed, in any sense 


be as 


it is 


this clause has been proposed. 


ol 
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whatever, as-an unfair reproach upon the 
Trish local boards, or as suggesting that 
there is any special need in Ireland for 
having these safeguards. On the con- 
trary, I could give a considerable number 
of cases, if it were necessary—but I think 
it is not—in which the exercise of the 
power of exclusion has been practised 
much more considerably in England than 
in Ireland, and, as I have already said, 
it is the experience we have gained in 
England which suggests the necessity and 
the wisdom of this Amendment in Ire- 
land. I can assure honourable Members 
opposite who may take the same view 
_ that, whenever the opportunities occur 
of inserting a similar Amendment in any 
Bill affecting local government in Eng- 
land, that there will be no hesitation 
whatever in making an attempt to pass 
it. 


Mr. FLYNN: I hope, Sir, the House 
will refuse to accept this Amendment. 
I cannot understand Irish 
not entrusted with 
the duty of proposing this clause. I 
do not complain of the honourable Mem- 


why an 


Member has been 


ber’s remarks in moving the clause, but 
I do say that a clause of this kind would 
come with more propriety from a Mem- 
ber 
I object to the clause because it insti- 


representing an Irish constituency. 


tutes, in the first place, an invidious com: 
parison between English and Irish insti- 
tutions, and, in the second place, it im- 
plies that these bodies are going to con- 
duct their business in such a hole-and- 
corner fashion that they are likely to 
resort to dark and devious ways, whereas 
they are only too anxious to have re- 
porters present at their proceedings. I 
have never heard of a single case in all 
my experience in which a town council 
has objected to the presence of newspaper 
representatives. I think it is rather the 
other way, Mr. Speaker. The ordinary 
complaint in Ireland is not that reporting 
is objected to, but that the speaker does 
not get his speeches reported at  suffi- 
cient length. To my mind, there is 
something preposterous in the sugges- 
tion that any public body in Ireland 
under the new Act is likely to object to 
the presence of an accredited newspaper 
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representative. But it is conceivable that 
there may be occasions when the exclu. 
sion of newspaper reporters is to the 
advantage of the public, to the advan- 
tage of the board, and to the advantage 
of the constituents. There may be an 
occasion when a board may be engaged 
in litigation, and it would be obviously 
to the advantage of the constituency 
that the board’s opponents should not 
know what transpired at the board. It 
is within my knowledge that reporters 
have been asked to withdraw at a meet- 
ing of a harbour board, when we have 
been about to discuss matters which we 
were advised ought not to be made pub. 
lic property. On these grounds, there- 
fore, I object to this clause, and I hope 
the honourable Member will not proceed 
with it. 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): [have 
great pleasure in supporting the clause 
moved by my honourable Friend. The 
complaint made by the honourable Mem- 
ber who has just sat down, that Irish 
journalists have not entrusted the clause 
to an Irish Member, is easily explained 
by the fact that the honourable Mem- 
ber for Liverpool [Sir John Willox] was 
last year President of the Institute of 
Journalists, end that Irishmen had the 
pleasure of meeting them at Belfast, 
when they had a cordial reception, such 
as, I hope, they will always receive. It 
seems to me, in the words of the honour- 
able Member for North Louth, that we 
are engayed in an “old, antique, and 
cechnicai discussion.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Those were the 
words of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. 


Mr. JOHNSTON: We are engaged in 
the same sort of discussion that was in- 
dulged in when the subject of newspaper 
reporting of House of Commons proceed- 
ings was first brought before it. It can- 
not be claimed that county or district 
councils take a higher place than the 


House of Commons, and I hope the 
House will adopt the clause. 
*Mr. M. HEALY: The honourable 


Member who has just sat down has 








ang ane 
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referred to the practice of the House of 
Commons in regard to the public report- 
ing of its proceedings. It was, I believe, 
resolved many years ago that the pro- 
ceedings of this House should be pri- 
vate, and that no person should have the 
privilege of reporting them. That privi- 
lege this House has at the present 
moment, and the only change has been 
made is simply because the House, exer- 
cising its rights and powers, has ordered 
its proceedings to be reported. But to- 
morrow Parliament could exclude _ re- 
porters, and decide that the proceedings 
should be taken in private. There is no 
sort of legal obligation on the House that 
its proceedings should still be public, 
and, therefore, the argument of the 
honourable Member for Belfast as to the 
practice of the House of Commons falls 
to the ground. Well, Sir, I am convinced 
that the Amendment, if carried, will be 
exceedingly dangerous. Let us see how 
far the existing system contrasts with 
that now proposed. It is quite true that 
presentment sessions and grand juries, 
which have been abolished by this Act, 
were bound by Statute to conduct their 
proceedings as a public court, and that 
that obligation was enforced most pro- 
perly. But, so far as that obligation 
existed on presentment sessions it will 
exist on the new bodies. One of the 
Orders in Council expressly provides 
that certain functions of public bodies 
shall be exercised in public, so that any- 
body shall have the right of reporting 
the proceedings ; and that, I submit, is 
all that is necessary. Speaking gene- 
rally, it is most proper that the pro- 
ceedings of local bodies should be pub- 
lic, but to enact that they shall always 
be public, with no regard whatever to the 
nature of the business, is most dan- 
gerous. Let me state a case connected 
with a local body of which I am a mem- 
ber. Some time ago we had to consider 
a delicate question of finance, and if 
our deliberations on the value of stock 
had been reported, it would have had 
serious consequences when it came before 
the public. Take another body, in the 
city of Cork—the Cork Corporation. 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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Would the honourable Member’s clause 
provide that every letter of advice 
written to the Cork Corporation—letters 
of advice by counsel, for instance— 
should be open to the public? It would 
be absolutely impossible for any public 
body to take a successful part in litiga- 
tion under such conditions. It is per- 
fectly plain, as regards a considerable 
class of matters with which these local 
bodies have to deal, that it may be de- 
sirable in some cases that the proceed- 
ings should be private, and it must, in 
the last resort, be left to the body itself 
to say whether or not a particular meet- 
ing should be public or private. I should 
imagine that these public bodies in Ire- 
land would be the last in the world to 
desire that the Press should be excluded 
frem their proceedings. As a matter of 
fact, they exhibit the strongest desire 
for the presence of reporters. But, to 
say that it should not be in the discre- 
tion of public bodies to provide that in 
a particular matter there should be pri- 


vacy is, I think, to constitute a bad 
precedent. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
the honourable Member for Liverpool 


will see that the clause goes beyond any- 
thing to which I can assent. As far as 
publicity is in the public interest, I 
think it has been secured by the clause 
which the honourable Member for Cork 
[Mr. Maurice Healy] has already quoted, 
but there can be no doubt whatever that 
there may be occasions when it would 
be extremely undesirable that the Press 
should be admitted to the deliberations 
of the council. The honourable Member 
for Cork quoted several instances. It 
would, therefore, be unwise to lay down 
a hard-and-fast rule that the proceedings 
of the council should invariably take 
place with the Press in attendance to 
report what occurs. I entirely agree 
with the honourable Member who said 
that there is not the slightest fear that 
any public body in Ireland will be reluc- 
tant to have its proceedings reported 
consistently with the interests of the body 
as a whole. I think there is a danger 
in the other direction, and that you are 
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likely to admit the Press when it is de- 
sirable that the Press should be absent. 
I have a further objection to the clause 
which my honourable Friend has on the 
Paper. If it is embodied in the Bill, the 
result will be to give the reporters of 
certain newspapers certain rights which 
would absolutely, in some cases, necessi- 
tate the enlargement of the buildings in 
which the meetings take place, because 
the existing building may not be suffi- 
ciently large to accommodate the number 
of newspaper representatives, all of 
whom may have the right to claim to be 
present. But I think the considerations 
laid before the House by the honourable 
Member for Cork are sufficient to show 
that this clause is not one which it is 
desirable to adopt. 


Mr. TULLY: I hope the honour- 
able Member who moved this clause 
will press it to a Division. I 
point out that I had put down a 
clause similar to that of the honour- 
able Member for Liverpool, but of a much 
wider scope than that on the Paper, 
which has taken precedence of mine. 
The objections that have been made to 
this clause are those that are always 
made to any extension of the rights and 
privileges of the Press. Some members 
of local bodies will always object to the 
presence of reporters, because they think 
their speeches are not fully reported. 
Objection also was frequently taken to 
the attendance of reporters, because 
members wanted to increase the salari2s 
of certain officials, and did not want the 
fact known to their constituents. The 
only protection against jobbery is the 
publicity which the Press will give by a 
fair report of the proceedings. We are 
told that by admitting the Press we are 
giving a licence to the publication of 
libels that may be uttered at these meet- 
ings ; but that is not the case, and one of 
the reasons why I support this clause is 
that it will not give more freedom in 
the publication of libels uttered at these 
board meetings. As a Pressman I know 
that when a lawyer comes to the board 
meeting about a law case his first request 
is to have the reporters removed. As a 
rule, the reporters leave or do not report 


may 
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these proceedings when asked by the 
members. As a matter of fact, these 
bodies have a simple remedy ; they have 
only to turn their meeting into a com- 
mittee meeting, and immediately it be- 
comes private. The honourable Mem- 
ber who has moved this clause has pro- 
vided for that in proposing that only at 
meetings other than committee meetings 
shall the Press be present. I hope 
the honourable Member will press this 
clause to a Division. If we are beaten 
we will have it on record who are the 
men who object to these privileges of the 
Press. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I desire to 
associate myself with the remarks of 
the last speaker. My view of the 
matter is that, as a whole, the Irish 
Pressmen are treated fairly at the local 
boards, but cases arise in which influen- 
tial members of particular boards, who 
have been affronted by reports or criti- 
cisms, object to the presence of reporters. 
One of the most important channels of 
public information is the Press, and if 
the reporters have not proper facilities 
given to them, it is impossible on 
every occasion that they can supply the 
public with true reports. One honour- 
able Member told this House that the 
Press were here on sufferance, and that, 
if any honourable Member objected to 
the presence of strangers, the reporters 
would be prevented reporting the pro- 
ceedings of the House. I should like to 
see the honourable Member on either 
side of the House who would make that 
proposal—it would bring something 
about his ears which he would have cause 
to remember. When we are dealing with 
public matters, with matters affecting 
the interests of the public at large, every 
facility should be given to the Press to 
report those proceedings. I should like 
to add that, in every case within my ex- 
perience, when the representatives of the 
Press have been asked to suppress 
matters which would be of danger to the 
public interest, they have loyally done 
so. I believe that in the whole range of 
journalism there is no body of men more 
loyal or more desirous of doing what is 
fair and just to the public than the Irish 
Pressmen. 
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*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S8.): M+. 
Speaker, on this important question I 
would urge the mover to go to a Division. 
I speak here as an Irish journalist, and 
as Chairman of the Irish Association Vis- 
trict of the Institute of Journalists in 
Ireland. It was that district of the 
Institute which first requested the 
honourable Member for the Everton 
Division of Liverpool to move this clause, 
and I think that in placing the matter 
in the hands of one of the most 
respected presidents that the Institute of 
Journalists has had, the Irish Pressmen 
acted very wisely, because, by being in 
the hands of the honourable Member for 
the Everton Division, the question is 
raised out of the region of Party politics, 
If the new clause had been moved and 
supported by one set of Members, it 
might be supposed that it was a Party 
move, and, therefore, in placing it in the 
hands of a man who is respected by all 
sections of journalists and politicians, 
they acted wisely and well. The honour- 
able Member representing one of the 
Divisions of Cork, who spoke just now, 
may be satisfied that the placing of the 
matter in the hands of the honourable 
Member for the Everton Division of 
Liverpool was no slur upon the Irish 
representation. With regard to one of 
the objections of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, I think 
anyone acquainted with the local boards 
in Ireland, either as a member or as a 
Pressman attending them, can fairly 
assert that there is no danger of the 
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public rights or the rights of members 
of those boards being in any way inter- 
fered with if this clause is adopted. I 
have a fairly good experience of a large 
district in Ireland, having attended the 





meetings of the local bodies in my 
capacity as a Pressman, and I know that 
practically all the local boards—all the 


boards of guardians, for instance, and 
these will be in the future the district 
councils—and the grand juries, who will 
now make room for the county councils, 
have large and commodious board rooms 
which to business. 


in transact their 


These board rooms amply fulfil all the 
present requirements. 


The boards of 
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guardians at present consist of a certain 
number of elected and ex-officio members. 
In future they will consist of merely the 
number of elected guardians who now 
attend these boards, and will not at all 
consist of the ez-officio guardians. Thus 
the membership of the boards will be 
decreased one-half. There is no ground, 
therefore, for supposing that the 
presence of Pressmen at the meetings cf 
the newly-constituted authorities will 
ever be likely to cause practical incon- 
venience. Everyone acquainted with the 
local circumstances in Ireland will recog- 
nise that there is nothing in the objection 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary. Then, with regard to the 
exclusion of reporters in general, I do not 
think that there is really anything to 
fear on that ground even without the 
addition of this new clause; but there 
is one thing to fear, and that is the 


danger of capricious’ exclusion cf 
reporters of certain papers whose 


opinions may be objectionable to the 
temporary ruling clique on the particular 
board. One honourable Gentleman who 
spoke from these benches said he did not 
know of a case of the kind. Well, the 
honourable Member who proposed the 
addition of this new clause stated that 
he could give several that had 
occurred in England. It is notorious to 
everyone that there have been gross cases 


cases 


of exclusion of reporters by the county 
councils and parish councils in England ; 
and it is also notorious that the Press 
have been excluded many 
Ireland. I can give an experience of my 


in cases in 
own. In the town where I live, and where 
I keep a paper, a representative of my 
paper is not admitted to a local body 
—namely, the town commissioners—not 
because of any misreporting or miscon- 
duct, but because of the opinions that I 
I think that 
that one instance alone ought to be suf- 
ficient to show that there is a danger of 
this capricious exclusion, and that that 


put forward in my paper. 


exclusion is meant to intimidate papers 
into expressing opinions favourable +o 
those who may temporarily rule in these 
boards. I think considerations such as 
these, and such as have been put forward 
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by honourable Members who have pre- 
ceded me, ought to induce the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to reconsider his decision. There is 
absolutely no danger with regard to the 
matter of law proceedings, and so forth. 
I have been reporting in boards where 
law cases have come up for consideration, 
and the usual practice has been to 
request the reporters to wisely exercise 
their discretion with regard to the 
matters which they published, and I 
have never heard of a single complaint 
from any member of a board that tuis 
discretion was not wisely and _ well 
exercised. Latterly there has been grow- 
ing the practice and the habit of reque3t- 
ing reporters to retire, and this is done 
in other than questions of law proceed- 
ings. Reporters have been asked to retire 
during discussions as to the purchase of 
land for asylums and so forth, and the 
result has been to encourage jobbery in 
these boards; and, instead of keeping 
down expenditure, prices in these cases 
have gone up. Therefore, I would urge 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary to endeavour to meet the 
wishes—the unanimous wishes, I think— 
of the journalists of both Great Britain 
and Ireland in this matter, and allow this 
new clause to be added to the Bill. In 
fact, whether it be passed or not, the 
journalists mean to take advantage cf 
every opportunity, both in England and 
in [reland, to put upon the Statute Book 
compulsory powers of admission to all 
these boards, and compulsory powers to 
enable reasonable 
facilities for carrying on their work. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN 
while not opposed the admis- 
sion of the Press, I opposed to 
placing members of the Press upon a 


them to obtain 


Mr. Speaker, 
to 
am 


footing with the elected representatives 
of the people, by giving them the rizht 
of occupation which they claim under 
I do not like this clause 
because it has about it the element cf 
to which I am _ always 
opposed. This clause takes away from 
the local bodies the power of deciding as 
40 what outsider shall be present at their 


this new clause. 


compulsion; 
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meetings ; and this, in my opinion, would 
be a very improper proceeding. More- 
over, it has not been the custom of public 
bodies in Ireland to refuse to admit the 
representatives of the Press. On the 
other hand, they desire publicity. One 
board of guardians only recently, because 
one of the Londonderry newspapers would 
not report their proceedings, took away 
their advertisements from that paper. 
That proved that there was no desire on 
the part of the guardians to keep their 
proceedings private. While I am most 
desirous that reports should be published 
of the proceedings of public bodies, I 
certainly am not desirous that an outside 
body such as the Press should enter into 
a room owned or occupied by a public 
board, and stand there on the same foot- 
ing as the members of that public board. 
I think it would be an improper pro- 
ceeding, and it would be placing these 
men on a higher level than they are 
entitled to claim. I do not at all fear the 
threats that come from honourable 
Members sitting behind me as to what 
the Press can do. I know that the Press 
is a powerful organisation, and that its 
interests are important, but the interests 
of the general ratepayers are in my mind 
so far above the interests of the Press 
that I have no hesitation whatever in 
placing my vote on the side of the 
Government, and in saying that this 
clause would work evil, and that it would 
do injury to the public interests. 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): Mr. 
Speaker, I think this clause is framed in 
the interests of the public. I think it ‘s 
to the advantage of the ratepayers in 
Ireland that the proceedings of these new 
bodies should be made perfectly well- 
known to everybody concerned. Object- 
tions have been raised against the 
adoption of this new clause, but the only 
real objection appears to me to be that 
on some occasions secrecy may be desired 
by public boards. The proposed clause of 
my honourable Friend meets this objec- 
tion. As has been explained by some cf 
my honourable Friends, it is perfectly 
possible for a district council to ensure 
that its proceedings shall be private by 
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going into committee. My experience of 
local boards in Ireland is that the Press 
have been always welcome, have always 
attended, and have always reported wha: 
has taken place there. I must say that 
in all my experience I have never known 
a case in which the privilege of reporting 
the proceedings of public bodies in Ire- 
land has been abused. Whenever we 
have requested newspaper reporters not 
to report certain matters they have 
honourably obeyed our request. I hope 
the House will agree to the clause. The 
honourable Baronet will have my vote if 
he goes to a Division. 


Mr. DALY: I am not a member of the 
Press, Mr. Speaker, but I have at 
heart the interests of the ratepayers 
of my district quite as much as 
the honourable Member for Mid-Tyrone, 
and, as far as I am concerned, I think | 
shall be studying the interests of the 
ratepayers by having publicity given to 
the proceedings of our public bodies. No 
public body which transacts its business 
in a proper and correct manner need 
have any fear of publicity, and I think 
the presence of Pressmen at the meetings 
would prevent a great deal of jobbery 
and a great many mistakes being com- 
mitted. I cannot see, Mr. Speaker, that 
there can be the slightest objection to 
admitting members of the Press to all 
meetings of public bodies in Ireland 
where the business is carried on in a 
proper and correct manner. For my own 
part, I should be sorry to see the Press 
excluded. I hope that, if the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary wishes to have the business of public 
bodies in Ireland carried on in a proper 
and above-board manner in the future, he 
will agree to the addition of the new 
clause which has been proposed. I would 
ask the right honourable Gentleman wo 
kindly consider this matter. I believe 
that if he agrees to accept this new 
clause every ratepayer in Ireland who is 
anxious to see jobbery prevented, and 
business carried on in a proper manner, 
will thank him for accepting it. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): Mr. 
Speaker, I do not intend to enter into 
the arguments in this matter at all. 1] 
have risen to appeal to the Chief Secre- 


Sir T'. Esmonde. 


{COMMONS} 
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tary whether, in view of what has taken 
place, and what has been said this after- 
noon, he could not go the length 
allowing the House to come to its own 
conclusion in this matter. What I mean 
by that is, that he would not make this 
a Government question by having the 
Government Whips standing at the Divi- 
sion Lobby. I think it is fair to ask that 
he will allow honourable Members to 
vote as their inclinations prompt, with- 
out regard to party allegiance. if 
the right honourable Gentleman agrees 
to this, I think it will be a con- 
cession we should be grateful for. It 
must be perfectly evident to the Chief 
Secretary that there are two opinions on 
his own side of the House on this ques- 
tion, and that the question is not one of 
vital importance to the Government. 
Under these circumstances I will ask 
him, at any rate, to give that undev- 
taking. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I was anxious to 
hear from some gentleman connected 
with Ireland what were the grounds for 
this Amendment—on what single pretence 
it could be alleged that the Press had 
ever been excluded from any meeting in 
Ireland. We have had one case trotted 
out as the ground for this clause: the 
Rathmine Conunissioners used to exclude 
reporters from their meetings. The 
Dublin Port and Docks Board used to 
do the same, but they dropped it. What 
is the ground for pressing this Amend- 
inent! One instance has been given 
to this House, the instance given by 
the Member for South-West Rosecmmon, 
who states that his reporter was excluded 
from the meetings of the Mullingar Town 
Commissioners. My recollection is 
that he sued the Town Commissioners of 
Mullingar for penalties on various 
occasions—penalties of £50 for voting on 
different occasions, merely for discharg- 
ing the duties of collecting the rates, 
sweeping the streets, and providing the 
citizens of Mullingar with water. Ha: 
brought actions against the Town Com- 
missioners, and, instead of securing £50: 
damages, I rather think he came off 
second best. 


*Mr. HAYDEN: I beg the honourable 
and learned Gentleman’s pardon. I have 
never taken action against the Mullingar 
Town Commissioners. I did take action 
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on one occasion against one alleged 
member of the Town Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am dealing with 
the question of fact that one case out 
of the whole of Ireland has been given 
as a reason for this Amendment, when 
everybody knows that the one anxiety 
of Poor Law guardians, town councils, 
and all public bodies is that they should 
be reported at the greatest possible 
length. I am sure that if the Town 
Commissioners of Mullingar have a 
grudge against the honourable Gentle- 
man, the honourable Gentleman has a 
grudge against the Town Commissioners. 
I do not see, for the life of me, why 
this House is called upon to enact legisla- 
tion in a particular manner, which was 
never attempted for England, Scotland, 
or Wales, the Isle of Man, or the Channel 
Islands. This is the first time that 
any attempt has been made to 
differentiate between the Press and the 
public. I am a Pressman, and f 
repudiate the distinction. If you take 
the Petty Sessions Act the provision is 
that the public shall be admitted to the 


courts. If you take the clause of the 
right honourable Gentleman—a_ very 
proper, just, and necessary clause, 


modelled upon the Grand Jury Acts--- 
the provision is that during certain times 
when money is under consideration, or 
when there is any fear of jobbery, the 
public shall be admitted ; but now a new 
status is to be invented, and the Press— 
so called—is to be admitted. I venture 
to think that the clause is so drafted that 
it will have no effect whatever in the 
direction intended, because in the very 
class of cases in which it is suggested 
it will be a protection to the public, all 
the public bodies will have to do will 
be to resolve themselves into committee, 
and out will go the honourable Gentle- 
man for South Roscommon and _his 
reporters. Therefore it appears to me 
that the Government have made adequate 
protection in this matter. There was 
one great case in which the House was 
strongly pressed to give the protection 
of the presence of the Press. That was 
on the occasion of the abolition of public 
executions; and when, Sir, this House 
declined, in a case where a man is 
strangled in private, when this House 
declined to give the Press, so called, 
admission upon an occasion of this kind, 
I certainly think that, in regard to all 
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the important matters that have to be 
decided by these bodies, the Government 
have provided for sufficient publicity, 
and that we may well leave them some 
discretion, when they come to questions 
of their debts, loans, and litigation, as 
to how and when that publicity must be 
exercised. 


Mr. DILLON: Sir, there is a very 
great difference of opinion on this side 
of the House. I had not the least 
intention of intervening in the Debate, 
but I do not think it would be just to 
those of us who hold strong opinions oa 
the matter that because most of the 
speaking came from these benches in 
support of the Amendment it should 
be thought opinion was unanimous 
or anything like unanimous in favour of 
the proposal. I share entirely in the 
views which have just been expressed by 
the honourable Member for North 
Louth. I think that the Amendment 
is a totally novel departure. I never 
heard of such a thing. When in the past 
it was decided that any meeting should 
be open to the Press the expression was 
used, the honourable Member for 
North Louth says, and as I have always 
understood to be the case, as meaning 
that it should be open to the public. 
Now, for the first time, it is proposed 
that we should set up a new clause. 
The only argument I have heard in 
favour of this proposal is that it would 
be a check upon jobbery. Well, Sir, 
if it could be shown that it would he 
a check upen jobbery, although I do not 
like the framework of the proposal at 
all, I should admit that it was a strong 
argument in favour of supporting it. 
But can there be anything more absurd, 
when you examine the proposal, than 
such a suggestion? All that is necessary 
when a board wants to do a job is to 
resolve itself into a committee, and they 
get rid of the reporter. As I read the 
clause it would be perfectly competent 
to the local body to resolve themselves 
into a committee, get rid of the whole 
of the Press, and re-admit the whole of 
the public. They could resolve them- 
selves into committee, order all the Press 
out, and then, practically, admit all 
those reporters to whose presence they 
have no objection. Therefore, I think 
the clause as drawn would fail to 
achieve any one of those objects which 
the Press of the country have in view, 
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I protest against the attempt that has 
been made to say we are going to vote 
against this Motion as desiring that Irish 
bodies should be helped to conduct their 
proceedings in private. There is no desire 
in Ireland to do anything of the sort, 
and there is no foundation for the charge 
that Irish bodies have ever shown « 
desire to conduct their proceedings in 
private. The reason we are opposed— 
at least, why I am personally opposed— 
to this clause is, first of all, because [ 
think it is futile, and, secondly, because 
it attempts to set up an entirely new 
class, who are to be at liberty to sit 
on public bodies and have certain un- 
defined rights; and, as I have already 
stated, I believe after you have passed 
the clause, while it would set up an 
extremely inconvenient arrangement, it 
would utterly fail to deal with any of 
the evils that have been spoken of. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I cannot give 
a silent vote on the question which has 
been raised by my honourable Friend. 
Let me 
any other 
dissent from 
Cork in 


say, however, before making 
observation, that I entirely 

the Member North 
objecting to entrusting this 
Motion to my _ honourable’ Friend 
opposite. It was entrusted to the Presi- 
dent of the Institute of Journalists, and 
I think the House will agree with me 
that the Motion could not have got into 
better hands. As a matter of fact. I 
think some of the Irish Members have 
been communicated with in the ordinary 
way, and if my honourable Friend did not 
receive the circular it was, I am sure, 
by an oversight. That, however, is a mere 
personal point, upon which I do not wish 
to dwell. Now I have arrived at the 
same conclusion, though I do not agree 
at all that no case has been made out. 
I think the single case given by the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
South Roscommon is a case entitled to 
be considered by this House. In some 
parts, even in some parts of England— 
probably more in England than Ireland 
—the members of local bodies are unabie 
to make out the distinction between the 
independence of the editorial columns 


for 


and the right of a newspaper to report. 

They are inclined to say that because 

a paper does not happen to approve cf 

their particular views, that paper should 
Mr. Dillon. 
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be deprived of the right of reporting the 
speeches at these meetings. That, of 
course, is a most intolerable, most 
tyrannical interference with the liberty 
of the Press. Although only one case 
might be given, I would say that 
was strong enough. I quite agree 
with the honourable and learned 
Gentleman the Member for North 
Louth, though I am a_ journalist, 
too, that it is not in the interests of 
the public or the journalist that a 
distinction should be made between 
them. I am in favour of the rights 
of the Press being maintained, but their 
rights are subject to the rights of the 
public, and they have no right to set up 
as a special class of the community any 
more than any other class. What am 
I asked to do by the Motion of my 
honourable Friend opposite! In the 
first place no such law prevails in Eng- 
land. I am asked, therefore, to put 
my own country and the boards of my 
own country in an inferior position to 
the boards in this country. I believe 
that if a Motion were proposed in this 
House, making it compulsory. on the 
local bodies in this country to admit 
the Press, whether they liked it or not 
—TI believe that the common sense of this 
assembly would reject such a proposal, 
and say that that was a matter that 
could be legitimately left to the free 
decision of the local body itself! There- 
fore, I say, I am asked to apply to the 
local bodies of my own country—I do 
not care whether it is in favour of my 
own profession or not—I am asked to 
compel the bodies of my own country— 
to put a law of compulsion on the local 
bodies of my own country, which, 
deliberately or not, this Parliament did 
not impose on the public bodies of 
England and Scotland. My second reason 
is this. I feel as strongly, I resent as 
strongly as the honourable Member for 
Roscommon this interference with the 
liberty of the subject. It is a law of 
ignorance and intolerance, which all 
bodies in all countries have to go 
through. But, Sir, the public opinion 
of Ireland is the remedy for all this. 
To that opinion I am willing to leave 
the matter to be finally decided, and 
therefore, in spite of my own professional 
instincts, I shall be bound to vote against 
the Motion. 


Mr. CLANCY: It seems to me to be 2 
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most intolerable thing that public pro- 
ceedings involving the expenditure of 
money, every part of which ought to 
be known to the public, that it 
should be in regard to such proceedings 
in the power of anybody to pre- 
vent the public and constituents knowing 
what they are doing. It has been said 
that it is high time that the right of 
the public to be admitted even to the 
House of Commons was conceded. 1 
think the time is coming when public 
opinion in England will insist that the 
representatives of the people in this House 
of Commons shall not conduct their pro- 
ceedings here, except in the presence of 
the Press admitted here as a matter of 
right. It is said that this is a novel 
proposal, and that is the argument of 
the honourable Member for East Mayo. 
Well, every proposal is novel that is 
introduced for the first time. [Laughter.] 
Honourable Members may laugh, but are 
we to prevent anything from being dis- 
cussed here which is a novel proposal! 
The honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth stated that there were only 
a few instances given of the exclusion of 
representatives of the Press from meet- 
ings of public boards. Well, I may 
inform the honourable and learned 
Member who has just spoken, and who 
sits close beside me, that within the Jas: 
three months—certainly within the last 
two years—in the town of Longford and 
in Enniskillen there have been cases of 
the exclusion of the Press. 


Mr. JORDAN: Certainly not Ennis- 
killen. I am a member of the board of 
guardians there. 


Mr. CLANCY: Well, if I omit Ennis- 
killen from my illustration, my case will 
remain just as strong. The honourable 
Member for North Louth mentioned two 
or three cases. There was a public body 
in Ireland—and honourable Members will 
remember the circumstances very well— 
which carried on a large amount of public 
business, and that body actually has 
decided for years to resist a motion for 
the admission of the Press to its pro- 
ceedings, and it actually carried out a 
large scheme for waterworks without 
once admitting the Press to report its 
proceedings. And further, the chief city 
in Ireland actually kept from the know- 
ledge of the citizens of Dublin an accu- 
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rate report of what took place at its pro- 
ceedings up to only a couple of months 
ago, but this body has now opened its 
proceedings to the public. Now, what 
guarantee have we that other boards in 
freland will not do the same thing? 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Why, the 
extension of the franchise. 


Mr. CLANCY: Yes, but even tne 
democracy does not always do right. 
That is proved by the fact that one 
General Election generally reverses the 
verdict of the former General Election. 
The democracy of this country changes 
its mind every General Election, and I 
do not claim for the democracy of Ire- 
land any superior virtue in that respect, 
but on the whole I would rather trust 
to the people than place restrictions upon 
them, because I believe that the whole 
of the people voting together will never 
do much wrong. I see no word of insult 
to my countrymen in this proposal, and 
if I did I should resent it, but I feel 
confident that this House will, in fact, 
itself adopt a similar provision in the near 
future. The honourable and learned 
Member for Louth referred to the ques- 
tion of the exclusion of Press men from 
public executions. Why, Sir, that is an 
instance in which they ought to be 
admitted by right, and that is a case which 
actually tells in favour of this Motion. 
Sir, I will repeat my appeal to the Chief 
Secretary to reconsider this proposal, 
because he spoke rather early in the 
Debate, and before he had heard the 
specific instances given of the exclusion 
of particular newspapers from meetings 
of public boards. Therefore he has a 
right to reconsider his position, or, at all 
events, to leave the House, which is now 
very full, free to come to a decision on 
the question without the influence of the 
Government whips. Let the Members 
decide this for themselves, unless he 
permits, through the Attorney General 
or through some other medium—an 
answer to be given to the specific cases 
given of the exclusion within a recent 
period, not of the whole of the Press, 
but of certain newspapers. 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Having 
myself a very strong belief on this point, 
I cannot take the course suggested by 
the honourable Member for Waterford. 
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The argument now appears to be that | 
this new clause ought to be adopted 


because there have been certain instances 


when particular representatives of the | 


Press have been excluded. Now, Sir, the 


argument appears no longer to be based | 


on general considerations of public 
interest, but rather on considerations 


connected with certain cases in which, | 


apparently unwisely, particular papers 


have been excluded and other journalists | 
have been admitted. Therefore we are | 


asked to adopt this absolutely new pro- 


posal to deprive a public body of its | 


right to hold its sittings in private. This 
would be constituting 
tinctly privileged class. 
Orders in Council provided that when 


certain financial matters are under dis- | 
cussion the proceedings shall be open to | 
I am not aware that in any | 
legislation up to the present time any | 


the public. 


provision has gone beyond that. 
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We have in our | 
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AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Will the 
‘right honourable Gentleman extend this 
provision to boards of guardians? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is a 
totally different matter. The Press has 
secured to it under this Act certain 
definite and special rights, and it is very 
undesirable to interfere with those rights, 
because in certain districts certain 
journalists and newspapers have been 
excluded. I therefore do not see my 
| way to accept the suggestion of the 
honourable Member for Waterford not 
| to take up a strict line on this question 
| on the part of the Government. 


| Question put— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


The House divided:—Ayes 77; Noes 
288.—(Division List No. 188.) 
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Chamberlain,Rt.Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8S.) 
Curzon, RtHnG. N.(Lancs,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. ~ 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount — 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Fry, Lewis 

Gartit. William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo's) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Kaymond- (Cambs) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 4 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs) 
Hill, Sir Edward S8. (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 

Hornby, William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt.G.W.Grice- 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, George 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legh, Hon. Thos. W. (Lancs) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn. (Ant’m,N) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

McLeod, John 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
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Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8S. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith. J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. MT. 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dU ny) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuite, James 





Ure, Alexander 


{COMMONS} 


Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warkworth, Lord 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
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Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 


Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt.Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE Nozs— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, | 
by the Rules of the House further pro- | 
ceedings stood adjourned. | 

etn 

LONDON UNIVERSITY COMMISSION 
(EXPENSES). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- } 
ment, of remuneration to the Commissioners | 
who may be appointed under any Act of the | 
present Session to make further provision with 
respect to the University of London, and of | 
all expenses incurred in the execution of such 
Act.”—( Sir Johr Gorst.) 


Dr. TANNER: I object. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or rue COUN- | 
CIL ror EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, | 
Cambridge University): I do sincerely | 
hope that the honourable Member will 
withdraw his objection, because this is | 
purely a formal stage. It is merely the | 


ordinary routine of carrying out the Bill. | 


We feel that, | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


as already London has got a number of 


universities, London should not 
have another until Ireland has got 
one. We have again and again | 


been refused a university for Ireland, | 
. ae 4 
and therefore we are adopting now this | 


principle to the 


* dog-in-the-manger ” 
allow us to 


effect that if you will not 


| of the Game Laws. 


CARRIAGE OF GAME BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Cuavse 1. 
Dr. TANNER: I object. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Might I appeal 
to my honourable Friend to withdraw his 
objection! This Measure has received 
the sanction of all sides of the House, 
and I do hope my honourable Friend 
will not press his objection. 


Dr. TANNER: If I withdraw my 
objection it will be in deference to the 
wishes of the honourable Member, but I 
conceive certain slight defects in connec- 
tion with this matter, and, as far as I 
can touch them, I am against any section 
I am against it, and 
I cannot help being down upon it, 
because it will please honourable 


Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: This has nothing 
| whatever, either good, bad, or indifferent, 
to do with the Game Laws. If it hits 
anybody at all it hits the Government, 
'and therefore the right honourable 

Gentleman ought not to object. 


have a university we will not allow you | 
to have yours. ‘I think we are entitled| Dr. TANNER: Then I will give way 
to take up this attitude. If you will! and withdraw my objection. 

only give us the price of a single battle- | 
ship for an Irish university we shall be Committee report progress. 


content. | 
| 


Committee report progress, 





House adjourned at 5.50. 
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CENTRAL ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. 
[H.L.] 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed fur- 


| ther with the Bill; read, and ordered to 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | lie on the Table. 


Thursday, 7th July 1398. | 


| BLACKBURN CORPORATION (TRAM- 
| WAYS, ETC.) BILL. 

The Lorp Crancettor took his Seat) Report from the Select Committee, 
on the Woolsack at a quarter past Four! That the Committee had not proceeded 
of the clock. with the consideration of the Bill, the 

opposition thereto having been with- 
‘drawn. The Orders made on the 30th 
,of June and Friday last discharged, and 
Bill committed for Tuesday next. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 

PLYMOUTH AND STONEHOUSE GAS 
BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 
Committed; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 
SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, and 


/sent to the Commons. 
IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


| NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILU. 
Read the third time, with the Amend- 
CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL, ™e2t, and passed, and returned to the 
[H.L.] Commons. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, with the Amend- 
= es ; . ments, and passed, and returned to the 
eines — a. SUPPLY | Commons. 


Reported irom the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, 
Brought from the Commons. 
LLANELLY AND PONTARDULAIS RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee,| 


That it is not expedient co proceed fur- CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 
ther with the Bill; read, aud ordered to| Brought from the Commons, read the 
lie on the Table. first time, and referred to the Examiners. 
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DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND STOKE 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 


BILL. 
Brought from the Commons, read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


NORTHAM URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, with a conse- 
quential Amendment. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earl of Camperdown be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bill in 
the place of the Lord Clinton; and that 
the Earl of Camperdown be Chair- 
man of the said Committee; read 
and agreed to. 


LORDS} 
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—— 


ARMY (PRELIMINARY RETURN), 

Preliminary Return of the Britis 
Army, for 1897, with abstracts, etc.; 
presented [by Command], and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL), 1898. 
No. 230. Turks and Caicos Islands 
(Report for 1897); presented [by Com- 
mand], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MANUAL AND PRACTICAL INSTRUC- 
TION COMMISSION (IRELAND). 
Final Report of the Commissioners, 
with minutes of evidence and appendices. 
presented [by Command], and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (SOUTH- 
EASTERN DIVISION). 

General Report for the year 1897, by 
't. W. Danby, Esq., Chief Inspector ; pre- 
sented [by Command], and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Treasury Minute, dated 27th June, 
1898, declaring that James Turnbull, 
examiner, Inspection Department, War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil Ser- 
vice certificate, through inadvertence on 
the part of the head of his Department ; 
laid before the House [pursuant to Act], 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 


(IRELAND), 

Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board for Ireland, appointing the 
places at which examinations shall be 
held for 1898; laid before the House 


[pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 
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COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Rules made by the Lord Chancellor 
and county court judges under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897; laid be- 
fore the House [pursuant to Act], and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868 (ORDERS FOR 
FISHERY GRANTS, 1897-98). 


Report of the Board of Trade under 
Part III. of the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868; 
laid before the House [pursuant to Act], 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL. 
(H.L.] 
To be read the second time To-morrow. 


SOLICITORS’ BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read the second time To-morrow. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS BILL. 


House to be in Committee on Monday 
next. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BILL. 
[H.L.] 

To be read the second time on Monday 

next. 


COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

Amendment reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read the third 


time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Order of the Day for receiving the Re- 
port of Amendments read, and dis- 
charged. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third 
time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 


order), and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL, 

Read the third time (according to 

order), and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


D2 
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EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 
House in Committee (according to 
order): An Amendment made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report of 
Amendment to be received To-morrow. 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


THe Earn or HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, I need only detain your Lordships 
a single moment, I think, in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill. The object 
of the Bill is very clearly set forth in 
the Memorandum. It is non-contentious, 
it has passed the House of Commons, and 
has received the approval of the Lord 
President of the Council. I hope your 
Lordships will allow it to be read a 
second time. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House. 


PUBLIC BILL BUSINESS. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION. 

Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I beg to 
postpone the Question of which I have 
given notice for next Monday, upon the 
subject of Secondary Education, until 
Tuesday, the 19th instant. 


{LORDS} 
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Order for Second Reading read. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: My Lords, 
in asking you to read this Bill a second 
time, I must make a special claim on 
your indulgence. This Bill deals with a 
portion of the very difficult and compli- 
cated ecclesiastical law of this country, 
and in your Lordships’ House sit so many 
special experts on the subject of this 
law that I have special need of your 
indulgence. It is now 24 years ago since 
the late Archbishop of York (then Bishop 
of Peterborough), in a speech equally 
remarkable for its historical learning and 
for its eloquence, brought before your 
Lerdships’ House the subject of the con- 
dition of the patronage laws, and he so 
impressed your Lordships with the fact 
that there were evils which existed, and 
there were remedies which were practi- 
cal, that he induced you to appoint a 
Select Committee to inquire into these 
laws, and to report. That Select Com- 
mittee was composed of some of the 
strongest lawyers in your Lordships’ 
House, and it was altogether what is 
known as a strong Committee. Its 
Report has always been looked to as one 
of special authority on this subject. 
That Select Committee reported, and the 
attention which their Report called to 
this subject resulted in the appointment 
in the year 1878 of a Royal Commission. 
That Royal Commission again went over 
the ground which your Lordships’ Select 
Committee had travelled. It endorsed 
all the conclusions of that Select Com- 
inittee, and added other recommenda- 
tions of its own. Since that period no 
less than 20 Bills dealing with one branch 
or other of this subject have been intro- 
duced in one or other House of Parlia- 
ment. These Bills have had, in their 
respective Houses, varying fortunes, but 
they have all enjoyed the common lot of 
never having passed into law. There- 
fore, my Lords, whereas this question 
was proved to your satisfaction by Dr. 
Magee to be urgent 24 years ago, I do 
not think anyone will dispute that within 
those 24 years that have passed the sub- 
ject has become more urgent still. The 
Bill which I am asking your Lordships 
to read a second time is founded mainly 
on the Reports of that Select Committee 
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and that Royal Commission, and I would 
ask your Lordships’ special attention to 
this fact: that neither in the reference 
to the Select Committee nor in that to 
the Royal Commission was there any 
reference to questions of doctrine or 
ritual. Just as that Committee and that 
Commission were not concerned with 
those phases of Church discipline which 
are comprised within the terms * doctrine 
and ritual,’ so this Bill, which is mainly 
founded on the Reports of that Com- 
mittee and Commission, does not deal 
with doctrine or ritual either. Neither, my 
Lords, can I pretend that in those depart- 
ments of ecclesiastical law which are out- 
side doctrine and ritual this Bill attempts 
to deal exhaustively with the whole field. 
It does attempt to deal with changes 
which seem most urgent, for which 
remedies are most possible and most 
practicable, and on which public opinion 
has almost unanimously set its mark of 
approval. There are three branches of 
this Bill. The first deals with the traus- 
fer of rights of patronage of a benefice, 
the second with the powers of bishops 
to refuse institution, and the third with 
the Amendment of certain provisions oi 
the Pluralities Act of 1838 as amended 
by the Pluralities Acts Amendment 
Act of 1885. In the first place, 
I would ask your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to those provisions of the Bill which 
deal with the transfer of rights of 
patronage of a benefice. Your Lordships 
are familiar with the distinction between 
an advowson and a presentation. An 
advowson is the perpetual right of pre- 
senting to a _ benefice as often as 
vacancies occur. It is a right which may 
be sold or transferred like any other 
property. Thus, one presentation, or 
more, may be, as it were, cut out of the 
advowson and transferred. A _ next 
presentation, on the other hand, is the 
only interest which is usually sold or 
transferred separately. The object of 
this Bill in this respect may be stated 
to be to prohibit any subdivision of the 
right of patronage, to prevent any 
temporary transfer of responsibility 
inherent in the ownership of an advow- 
son—in short, my Lords, to stop the sale 
of next presentations, but not to stop 
the sale of the whole advowson. Now, 
this proposal is met with criticism from 
two opposite quarters. One class of 
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critics assert that such a proposal is 
merely tinkering with a great evil, and 
that the sale of advowsons should be pro- 
hibited altogether. Now, my Lords, if 
such a critic proposes merely to do this 
and nothing else, I have no hesitation in 
saying that the consequences would be 
simply deplorable. Consider, a man may 
be the owner of a certain amount of 
property in a parish, and the owner also 
of the advowson. He becomes im- 
poverished and sells his property, but 
he is not, according to the proposal of 
this class of critics, allowed to sell his 
advowson. He may become a pauper, 
he may go into the workhouse, he may 
emigrate and go to the uttermost bounds 
of the earth, but the advowson clings to 
him. His family may lose all connection 
with the parish, all interest in it, yet 
they cannot sell the right of advowson, 
and I think there is no one in your 
Lordships’ House who would not agree 
that the last state of patronage in that 
parish would be far worse than the first. 
If that critic, on the other hand, pro- 
poses to remodel and recast the whole 
patronage system of the Church of Eng- 
land, I think I may say with confidence, 
even in the presence of the great experts 
on ecclesiastical law in your Lordships’ 
House, that that critic’s task would be 
neither easy nor simple. All I have to 
say on that point is, that it is entirely 
outside the purpose or purview of this 
Bill, and I am expressing my own 
opinion only in this matter when I say 
that public opinion is very far froin 
having arrived at the point at which 
such a change is_ possible, even 
if, which I am not prepared now 
to admit, it were otherwise desir- 
able. The other class of criticism 
is to the effect that such legislation as 
is proposed in this Bill is an altogether 
unnecessary and inexpedient interference 
with the rights of property. Now, my 
Lords, I think that that criticism, which 
has been heard very frequently and 
rather loudly throughout the country, 
can be most fully met. I will quote, first 
of all, from the Report of the Select 
Committee of your Lordships’ House of 
1874, who expressed the opinion that— 


“ All legislation effecting Church patronage 
should proceed upon the principle that such 
patronage partakes of the nature of a trust 
to be exercised for the spiritual benefit of 
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the parishioners, and that whatever rights 
of property originally attach or in process 
of time have attached to patronage must be 
always regarded with reference to the appli- 
cation of this principle. All exercise of the 
rights of patronage, without due regard to 
the interests of the parishioners should, xo 
far as possible, be restrained by law, and the 
law should also aim at imposing such checks 
on the exercise of his choice by the patron as 
should prevent, as far as possible, the ap- 
pointment of unfit persons to the cure of 
souls.” 


Benefices 


Now, those words were in their entirety 
endorsed by the Royal Commission of 
1878-79, who added further—this is the 
exact substance of what they added— 
that— 


“They found that while the sale of the 
right of patronage had been from ancient 
times allowed with a greater or less degree of 
freedom by the Legislature, yet the Legislature 
had from time to time interfered to regulate 
the conditions of such sale on grounds of 
public policy, and they referred in particular 
to bg Statutes 31 Eliz., c. 6, and 13 Anne, 
oi.” 


I will quote briefly from that Statute of 
Elizabeth, because [ think that Statute 
by itself a complete answer to this kind 
of criticism. Section 5 of that Statute 
enacts— 


“That if any person or persons, bodies 
politick and corporate, shall or do at any 
time after the end of forty days next after 
the end of this Session of Parliament, for any 
sum of money, reward, gift, profit, or benefit, 
directly or indirectly, or for or by reason of 
any promise, agreement, grant, bond, cove- 
nant, or other assurances, of or for any sum 
of money, reward, gift, profit or benefit’ what- 
soever, directly or indirectly, present or col- 
late any person to any beneffce with cure of 
souls”—and so on. “That the presentation 
shall be void, and penalties shall attach.” 


The Statute of Anne referred to is only 
a completion and addition in the same 
sense. In short, my Lords, the law has 
indicated this to be its view: that the 
right of presentation is a trust and a 
property, but the property is incidental 
to the trust and not the trust to the 
property. Now, my Lords, the sale of 
next presentations contrives to combine 
the enjoyment of the property with the 
evasion of the trust, and that is the reason 
why, in the Bill proposed for your Lord- 
ships’ consideration to-day, it is intended 
to make the sale of next presentations 
impossible. Do not imagine, my Lords, 
that this is only an abstract and theoreti- 
cal evil. If you were to refer to the elo- 
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quent speech of the late Archbishop of 
York, delivered in this House 24 years 
ago, you would see with what words of 
caustic indignation he portrayed the 
abuses of the present practice. I will 
draw your Lordships’ attention to two 
paragraphs out of the Report of the Royal 
Commission. Paragraph 11 says— 


“We regret to say that many flagrant cases 
of abuse connected with sales of advowsons 
and of next presentations, as well as with 
exchanges of livings, have been brought before 
us.” 
And Paragraph 22 says— 
“We are informed that clergymen of good 
character and repute have been parties tv 
transactions considered by the law as 
simoniacal.” 


Your Lordships might well inquire how 
it is possible that clergymen of gccd 
repute should have been parties to prac- 
tices which the law considered simoniacal. 
But I think JI shall be able, in a very 
few words, to show you in what a state 
of chaos the law has got in that respect. 
The ecclesiastical law has always cde- 
nounced in the strongest way any traffic 
in the cure of souls, and the Statute law 
has enforced that, as WI have already 
shown you, on more than one occasion. I 
will now quote from the speech of the 
late Archbishop of York, who said— 


“By a process of subtle evasions on the one 
hand, and of subtle and nice distinctions, such 
as English law delights in, on the other hand, 
the laws against simony have been brought 
into such a state, that it is hard to know what 
is and what is not simony ; and, when we do 
know this, harder still to say why one particu- 
lar transaction should be legally simony and 
another not so. It is simony, for instance, to 
buy an advowson or presentation when tke 
benefice is vacant, but not when it is full; and 
yet it is not simony to buy either advowson or 
presentation, when the incumbent is actually in 
articulo mortis. It is simony for a spiritual 
person to buy the next presentation to a living, 
and present himself; but it is not simony for 
him to buy the advowson, then present himself 
on vacancy, and then to sell the advowson. 
Nay, it is simony for a presentee to contract 
to marry a patron’s daughter, but not simony 
for him to contract to marry a patron’s sister 
or niece, or widowed mother-in-law. The force 
of legal absurdity could hardly, I imagine, go 
beyond this last distinction. But, my Lords, 
the practical results of these absurd distinc- 
tions are most seriously mischievous. In the 
first place, they completely destroy all moral 
sanction for the law of simony. The differenee 
between what this law allows, and what it 
forbids, is, in most cases, so purely technical 
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and conventional, that it touches no man’s con- 
science ; and consequently evasions of a law so 
utterly unreasonable come to be but lightly 
regarded. In fact, simony as a legal offence 
has completely lost its original meaning—as 
that of the ‘execrable and detestable offence of 
buying or selling spiritual things’—and has 
come to mean simply the buying or selling of 
benefices under conditions forbidden by law.” 


If your Lordships have agreed with me 
in the answers I have endeavoured to 
give beforehand to the two classes of 
critics that we have to meet, I will briefly 
explain to you the provisions of this Bill, 
in respect of this question of patronage. 
The first clause, and part of the second 
clause, are devoted to stopping the sale 
of next presentations, and making im- 
possible the various methods of evasion 
by which illegal sales of livings are 
effected ; and the schedule is devoted to 
rendering definite and precise the declara- 
tion against simony, to be taken by a 
priest on, presentation. It is further 
provided that if any person knowingly 
makes any false statement in this 
declaration, he shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanour and shall be liable to the 
punishment attaching by law to per- 
jury. I have only ventured to 
explain these provisions to your 
Lordships in a very cursory manner, but 
what I have stated is, in brief compass, 
the intention of this Bill. I now come 
to the second purpose of this Bill, which 
is, of course, largely involved in the ques- 
tion of presentations—the power of the 
bishops as to refusal to institute. I 
think he would be a very rash man who 
would endeavour to present to your Lord- 
ships an exact statement of the law in 
this respect now. One thing only is 
quite certain, and that is that the clergy- 
man presented must be what is’ known 
as an idonea persona. What idoneity 
consists in is not certain, but it certainly 
involves that the clergyman presented 
must be »n ordained priest, or capable of 
receiving ordination before institution, 
that he should be orthodox in his views, 
of good morals, and of sufficient learning. 
But to show you how complicated the 
whole of this law is, I may say that no 
lawyers are exactly agreed as to how the 
case is to be tried if a bishop refuses to 
institute on the grounds of insufficient 
learning. At any rate, I may say with 
the utmost confidence that the law is not 
clear. It is very complicated, and the 
processes to which the bishop is liable 
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for the bare performance of his duty may 
be to him extremely costly. This sub- 
ject was fully dealt with by both the 
Select Committee and the Royal Com- 
mission, and I think again, with your 
Lordships’ permission, I can best show 
you the present state of the case as it 
presents itself to a bishop endeavouring 
to perform his duty, by quoting from the 
speech of the late Archbishop of York. 
He presumed a case where a clergyman 
has been presented by a patron, and 
where the bishop and the parishioners of 
the parish have fair prima facie grounds 
for doubting whether the proposed in- 
cumbent is a fit man for the cure of 
souls, and he _ supposed that the 
parishioners have come to the bishop 
and asked the bishop to refuse institu- 
tion. This is what the archbishop 
says— 

“Such a bishop must tell the complaining 
parishioners that there are, indeed, certain spe- 
cified grounds on which he may refuse to insti- 
tute a clerk—as, for instance, _ heresy, 
immorality, or ignorance; but that the 
proof even of these is extremely  diffi- 
cult, and that to attempt it he must 
begin by making himself the defendant in 
a costly lawsuit ; and that when he had done 
this—-when he had braved the terrors of 
duplex querela and quare impedit—the most 
likely result will be that he will be saddled 
with heavy costs, and the parishioners with an 
obnoxious minister. In addition, however, to 
this difficulty in the way of the bishop’s dis- 
charge of duty, there is this further one, that 
physical incapacity forms no legal ground of 
objection.” 


There are, however, some lawyers who 
dispute that. Continuing, the late Arch- 
bishop said— 


“A patron may present a clerk of eighty or 
ninety years of age—deaf, blind, and with a 
stutter—to the largest and most important 
parish in the diocese, and yet the Bishop can- 
not refuse, on that ground, to institute him. 
And here I touch on one of the most grievous 
evils and scandals connected with patronage— 
I mean the practice of putting into a vacant 
living the oldest man the patron can find, in 
order to sell the living over his head.” 


Such being the state of the law, this Bill, 
in clause 2, endeavours to find a remedy 
for this most serious evil. It enume- 
rates—it ‘loos not preterd to do so’ ex- 
haust.velys—scime, of. thd mere important 
grounds on which a bishop may refuse 


institution; ‘and ‘t ‘adds ‘also the ‘ground. 


of ‘ physical‘and mental: infirmity °> or 
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ment of a serious character.” And it 
jrovides that in every case the bishop, 
before collation or institution, shall send 
a notice to the churchwardens of the 
parish as to the man that it is proposed 
to collate or institute. I must say, my 
Lords, that I attach the greatest impor- 
tance to that small sub-clause; for the 
first time it gives the parishioners a dis- 
tinct and legal opportunity of bringing 
to the notice of the bishop any just 
cause, of which he might otherwise be 
ignorant, why the proposed incumbent 
should not be instituted. Clause 3 pro 
vides a court of appeal, to which either 
the patron or the presentee may go, 
against the refusal of the bishop to insti- 
tute. The court is to consist of the arch- 
bishop of the province, and a judge of 
the supreme court appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor. The archbishop and the 
judge have special functions assigned to 
them. The judge is to find whether a 
fact sufficient in law has been alleged 
by the bishop as the reason of his refusal 
to institute. If the judge finds 
that no such fact sufficient in law exists, 
then the archbishop is obliged, by this 
Bill, to direct institution. If the judge 
does find that such a fact in law does 
exist, then it is left to the discretion of 
the archbishop to decide whether that 
fact is in itself or not sufficient reason 
for the refusal to institute. Sub-clause 5 
abolishes any remedy henceforward in 
such cases of guare impedit, or duplex 
querela. Quare impedit, 1 may remind 
your Lordships, is the process by which 
the patron can appeal to the court of 
Queen’s Bench against the refusal of the 
bishop, with a final appeal to the House 
of Lords. Duplex querela is the process 
by which the presentee can appeal to 
the archbishop’s court, with a final 
appeal, if necessary, to the Privy Coun- 
cil. I now come to the third eislies of 
this Bill—that part which deals with the 
Amendment of Section 77 of the Plurali- 
ties Act of 1838, as amended by the 
Pluralities Acts Amendment Act of 1885. 
By section . of the Pluralities Act, 1 
and,2 Vic., c, 106, it was enacted that 
if a “pishop pp Re believe ; tugt 
the ecclesiastical duties vf any benefice 


Benefices 


{LORDS} 








(No. 2) Bill. 


96 


inquire into the matter and_ report. 
The incumbent of the benefice in ques- 
tion might add to the Commission one 
more beneticed clergyman of the dio- 
cese of his own nomination. If the Com- 
missioners, or a majority of them, 
reported that the duties of such 
benefice were inadequately performed, 
the bishop was empowered to require 
the incumbent to nominate a curate, 
with sufficient stipend, to perform, 
or to assist in performing, such 
duties. If, however, the incumbent 
did not so nominate a curate’ within 
three months, the Bishop was empowered 
to nominate one himself, and to appoint 
him a stipend, which, however, was not, 
except in the case of negligence, to ex- 
ceed half the net annual value of the 
benefice. An appeal within one month, 
either as to the requisitior. or to the 
appointment, lay to the archbishop of 
the province. By the Pluralities Acts 
Amendment Act, 1885, 4&8 and 49 Vic. 
c. 54, “ ecclesiastical duties ” were, for the 
first time, defined, and they were defined 
to mean all duties which the incumbent 
is bound by law to perform, or which 
he promised at his ordination to perform, 
and the performance of which has been 
required of him in writing by the bishop. 
The constitution of the Commission is 
changed, and is to consist of the arch- 
deacon or rural dean, of a member of 
the cathedral body elected by the dean 
and chapter, of a beneficed clergyman of 
the archdeaconry elected by the bene- 
ficed clergy of the archde: aconry, and a 
layman, being a justice of the peace of 
the county, nominated by the chairman 
of quarter sessions, or, in default of him, 
by the Lord Lieutenant. The incumbent 
may also add to this Commission either a 
beneficed clergyman of the diocese or a 
justice of the peace of his own nomina- 
tion; and there are other provisions for 
strengthening the authority of this Com- 
mission. Clauses 7 and 8 of this 
Bill propose materially to strengthen 
those provisions. Clause 7 adds to 
this Commission two more laymen, one of 
them being either justices of the peace 
for the county or barristers or solicitors 
of not less than 10 years’ standing. 
They are to be nominated by the chairman 
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that where this Commission has reported 
that an incumbent of a benefice has been 
negligent in the performance of the eccle- 
siastical duties of the benefice—I may, in 
passing, mention that there is no direction, 
except by implication, in any of these Acts 
that the Commission is to report whether 
an incumbent has been negligent; 
but such a direction is contained by the 
implication which I read to your Lord- 
ships in the Act of 1838, and that impli- 
cation is emphasised and made more defi- 
nite in this present Bill—if the Commis- 
sion reports that the incumbent has been 
negligent in the discharge of his eccle- 
siastical duties, the bishop may at once 
appoint a curate himself to do the work, 
without first requiring the incumbent to 
do so; and, further, he may, if he thinks 
proper, inhibit the incumbent from 
taking any part in the performance of 
those duties. Sub-clause 4, of clause 8, 
proposes to enact that if such an incum- 
bent is inhibited under this Act he is 
not to interfere with, or control, the 
curate in the performance of the eccle- 
siastical duties of the benefice. There 
is an appeal against any such inhibition 
to the same court as is constituted under 
this Bill to deal with appeals against 
refusals to institute. Now, my Lords, I 
do not think it will be difficult for me to 
show your Lordships that these Amend- 
ments of the law are necessary. There 
can really be only two classes of cases 
under which such a Commission as this 
may be appointed. One is the case of 
an incumbent who is not properly dis- 
charging the duties of his parish by 
reason of physical infirmity. Now, in 
that case, the Commission will not report 
that the incumbent has been guilty of 
negligence, and the appointment of the 
curate, if the bishop so directs, will still 
rest with him; and there is no reason 
that I can see why he should not be as 
equally corspetent a chooser of the curate 
as any other man. But the other case 
is quite different. That is the case of 
a man whom the Commission find has 
been negligent ; and I do not think that 
Iam going beyond the mark when I say 
that a case of negligence of this sort is 
certain to have been both wilful and 
persistent. In the case of an incumbent 
who has been wilfully and persistently 
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pulsion by the bishop, he will appoint 
the best curate to fulfil the duties of 
the benefice? It is obvious, my Lords, 
that such an incumbent is not likely to 
choose the best possible curate, and in the 
working of these Acts it has been found 
that as a matter of fact he does not 
do so. But, beyond that, it has been 
found, in those cases where a negligent 
incumbent has refused to appoint a 
curate himself, and where the bishop has 
done so, that sometimes an incumbent, 
who has refused properly to discharge 
his own duties, is willing and able to 
prevent the curate properly discharging 
his duties either. I may say there have 
been some scandalous cases, in which 
proper access to the church has been 
attempted to be denied to the curate by 
the incumbent who has been found to be 
negligent, and I believe in one case the 
incumbent insisted on continuing the 
services in the church, and forbade the 
curate to enter it, and the curate had 
to erect a temporary building just out- 
side the churchyard. Now, my Lords, 
it is quite evident that such a state of 
affairs must be detrimental to the spiri- 
tual interests of any parish. This Bill 
proposes that the bishop should have 
power to inhibit the negligent incumbent 
from the performance of his ecclesiastical 
duties; and it proposes to enact that 
where an incumbent has been  s80 
inhibited he shall not interfere with, or 
control, the curate in the performance of 
his ecclesiastical duties. The other pro- 
visions of this Bill, my Lords, are fit 
subjects for your careful consideration in 
Committee ; they are subsidiary and sup- 
plementary in character, and I will not 
trespass further on your Lordships’ time 
by attempting to describe them. All I 
would say, in conclusion, is that this is 
a bond-fide attempt to deal with needs 
that were urgent 24 years ago, and which 
are still more urgent now, and to deal 
with them by remedies which are practi- 
cal and possible. I claim also for this 
Bill that it has obtained for itself the 
practically unanimous approval of all 
parties in this country. The claim on the 
Church of England to, fulfil her spiritual 
fuactioas is ever increasing; and she is 
ever *ccling inure and more the deep 
respens:bility of the duties tnatehe der». 
foce her. « The demand for this Bill has- 
come, from the Church, because the 
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Church has felt that unless she was 
allowed to keep the machinery through 
which she has to operate in a condition 
to enable her to perform her duties she 
was not having a fair chance. The 
public conscience of this country . has 
responded to this appeal, and public 
opinion generally, whether of Churchmen 
or of Nonconformists, has allowed that 
the claim of the Church to have the 
machinery through which she has to 
operate brought into an order in which it 
can operate is a just and reasonable 
one. Hence the genesis of this Bill. My 
Lords, if this Bill is destined to work for 
the good of the people of this country 
and for the Church, there is one man 
more than any other to whom the credit 
will be due, and that is that famous 
ornament of your Lordships’ House, the 
late Dr. Magee, to whom I have several 
times, in the course of my remarks, 
alluded. It was he who roused the Church 
to demand the readjustment of her 
machinery. It has been due to his efforts 
and his eloquence that the public con- 
science has been stirred. He has passed 
to his rest, but his influence is living 
with us yet, and if this Bill performs 
these functions, which I believe it will 
perform, it will be a lasting monument 
to his work on earth. I beg to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Tae ARCHBISHOP or CANTER- 
BURY: My Lords, it is not necessary 
that I should make any long speech 
on this’ Bill, because’ the Bill, 
after all, is the result of a great many 
discussions in this House. It follows 
after several Bills that have passed the 
House and gone down to the Lower House 
and have been lost simply from lack of 
time to discuss them. The bishops have 
again and again expressed their opinions 
unon this matter, and again and again 
have asked this House to consider how 
very seriously the Church was hurt by 


want of being able to deal with the 
abuses now sanctioned by law. ‘lhe 
Government at last have been good 


enough to take up this matter, and I am 
vet}' stateful to: them: for -what they have 
done.: I do nt sisey “ther efore, ‘td -ertti- 
cise the Bill, but to express my strong 
fehse of the: value‘of it, ahd’ my certainty 
that if it’is passéd it willwork excséd 
ingly well, The Bill certainly does not 
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go so far as many would wish it to go; 
it does not go as far as to provide for the 
total abolition of the sale of livings ; and 
I wish with all my heart it were possible 
to make any such provision; but I do 
not think that anything more is possible 
than what the Bill now proposes. I do 
not think that the country generally 
would accept anything beyond what is 
here laid down as the best mode of deal- 


ing with the transfer of patronage. The 
time may come, perhaps, when the 
country at large will look upon this ques- 
tion in a somewhat different light, and 
will say that the mischief, though it be 
nothing more in appearance than senti- 


mental mischief, to allow so solemn a 
trust as the trust of a patron to be sold, 


ought not to continue any longer. How- 
ever, there can be no question, say 
what we will about it, that the 


practice of the sale of livings does lower 
the clergy in the opinion of their own 
parishioners very much indeed. We can 
easily find, if we choose to look, expres- 
sions of that feeling in very many parts 
of the country. But, my Lords, it can- 
not be denied that the sale of livings is 


very much less than it used to be, 
and that the great body of patrons 


unquestionably do their very best to put 
proper men into the livings which they 
hold in trust. I do not know that I caa 
find better appointments to livings than 
those generally made by the landowners 
of this country; but there are still a 
certain class of livings which are per- 
petually in the market. I wish very 
much indeed we could keep them out. 
As it is, this Bill goes a long way to put 
a stop to some of the abuses which do 
most harm. As, for instance, it puts 
a stop to sale by auction. Sale by auc- 
tion is a kind of insult to the parishioners. 
It is an evil thing that they should feel 
that they are put up to the chances of 
the market. Again, it stops the sale of 
next presentations, which have been con- 
stantly used for the purpose of making 
the living not subservient to the in- 
terests of the parishioners, as it ought 
to be since it is a sacred trust, but sub- 
servient to the interests of the patrons 
and the patrons only. These things have 
done harm, and are doing harm, and the 
Bill goes a very considerable way in the 
‘direction of preventing them from doing 
mischief in the future. I do not know 
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that there is any provision in that part 
of the Bill which I should wish to alter, 
in the present state of the feeling of 
the country, in any particular. I may 
just mention in passing, that in clause 1, 
sub-section 3, in the first page, and line 
25, there are these words, “or for the 
resignation of a benefice in favour of any 
person.” That seems to me to abolish 
or repeal the Act 9th George IV., chapter 
94, which is referred to as the Act of 
1828 in the schedule. I merely want to 
point out that there is a discrepancy 
there, which ought to be set right. I 
wish to point out the difference in order 
that attention should be called to it. I 
have no remarks to make on the rest of 
clause 1. But clause 2, which deals, not 
with the transfer of livings, but with the 
institution of unfit persons, is really the 
most important clause in the Bill. It is 
for the first time made possible for a 
bishop to refuse institution on definite 
grounds, and on grounds which everyone 
would at once accept as sufficient to 
justify such a refusal. In all this I find 
nothing to criticise or amend, accept that 
it is a little hard upon a bishop that in 
such cases on an appeal he should be 
made a party to the proceedings. The 
result is, if he does his duty, which is 
unquestionably quite clear before him, 
any mistake on his part renders him 
liable to costs, and the costs may bh? very 
considerable. Now, I do not care very 
much, I confess, to remove the Siability 
of the bishop to costs in all thos2 cases 
in which the judge pronounces that the 
facts are not sufficient in law to justify 
the bishop’s refusal. But it seems to me 
that when a judge does pronounce that 
the facts are sufficient it is very hard 
upon a bishop that he should be liable in 
costs, because the archbishop on appeal 
thinks that he has not rightly used his 
discretion. If he has discretion, as he 
must have in the nature of his office, I 
think he ought to be free from any con- 
sequences which might follow in conse- 
quence of the archbishop differing in 
opinion from him. There is nothing else 
in clause 2 that I should like to call 
attention to, except sub-section 6 at the 
bottom of page 3. It is there proposed 
that— 


“Where the presentation is made to an 
archbishop the archbishop of the other pro- 
vince, whether Canterbury or York, and such 
judge as aforesaid shall constitute the court.’ 
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It is quite out of accordance with all 
ecclesiastical precedents that there should 
be an appeal from one archbishop to 
another, and I think the torm in which 
it stood in the beginning is very much 
to be preferred—namely, that if the 
appeal is from the archbishop himself, 
acting as bishop, it should be to a court 
consisting of the judge appointed by the 
Lord Chancellor and three bishops of the 
province, appointed by the Queen. It is 
a pity, I think, to depart from ordinary 
precedent in a matter of this kind. It 
disturbs the clergy a great deal, and it 
is not worth while to disturb them. This 
appeal, the form of the appeal, is not 
sufficient to justify the change from that 
which has been previously suggested, and 
I hope that I may be allowed to move 
an Amendment to that particular sub- 
section. The last part of the Bill 
has to deal with cases of neglectful clergy 
—clergymen who neglect their duty. 
Clause 7 seems to me excellent. I have 
no criticism to make upon it. Clause 8 
is a little wanting, I think, in clearness, 
because it is not anywhere indicated that 
there is to be a special report upon 
negligence in the performance of eccle- 
siastical duties. If there is a distinction 
made, which the noble Lord nas just now 
put before us very clearly, it is between 
cases where the duties are neglected by 
no fault of the incumbent and in cases 
where the duties are neglected by his 
own fault. I think that distinction is 
perfectly sound, and it is quite right that 
it should be made, but I think it. ought 
to be more clearly made than it is here. 
The law as it at present stands gives an 
appeal to the archbishop, and the appeal 
ix still continued, and I think rightly con- 
tinued; but it is not to the archbishop, 
but to the court, and I confess I rather 
regret that there should be a change in 
this respect, because the reference of 
such a question as negligence to the 
judge is quite a different thing from the 
reference of such a question to the arch- 
bishop, because the archbishop, from the 
nature of the case, must be well aware 
of what is meant by “negligent incum- 
bent,” and is a far better judge of such 
a matter than a judge can be. Negli- 
gence, strictly speaking, is not a ques- 
tion of fact; it is very much a question 
ef opinion, and the tendency of leaving 
these things to the judge is very much 


to create what is often called judge-made 
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law-—that is, a series of precedents which 
settle that this thing is negligent, and 
the other thing is not negligent, and so 
on. It is a matter which ought never to 
take that shape. I should prefer very 
much indeed that this appeal were to the 
archbishop alone, as it is in the present 
law. The fresh power that is 
namely, to inhibit an incumbent, and not 
merely to require him to appoint a 
curate, but to appoint a curate without 
reference to him, is really absolutely 
necessary. The present law works ill, 
especially in that respect. The appoint- 
ment of a curate by the incumbent is 
very often used as a mere evasion of the 
sentence of the bishop. He requires a 
man to appoint a curate, and the man 
appoints a curate who is not very much 
benefit to the parish after he has been 
appointed; and so, too, it is necessary 
that the bishop should have the power 
of giving a curate authority to discharge 
the duty independent of the incumbent, 
because there are cases—I am speakiag 
from personal experience—in which an 
incumbent having been required io 
appoint a curate appoints one and then 
thwarts him in every possible way. The 
present law has been, to my personal 
Fnowledge, entirely made useless by the 
power which the incumbent retains of 
preventing the curate from doing the 
work for which he was appointed. I 
remember once that an old clergyman 
emptied his church and his school by his 
neglect of his parish. I put it to him, 
and he said to me— 


given— 


“My Lord, I am the best reader and the 
best preacher in your Lordship’s diocese, and 
if the people will not come to hear me it is 
their fault, and not mine.” 


The people, however, judged that it was 
of no use to go and hear an elderly man 
who could not, with all his pains and 
care, enable them to follow what he was 
saying. They said that when they came 
to attend his church they could not tell 
in what part of the service he was, and 
they declined to go. When I issued a 
commission, and a curate was appointed, 
the man refused to abide by the result, 
and then everything that could be done 
was done to prevent the curate from 
doing anything whatever in the church. 
To continue that state of things is obvi- 
ously absurd, and I am very glad the 
Bill proposes a remedy in the way it does. 


The Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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I have nothing to remark upon in the 


rest of the Bill. It seems to me exceed- 
ingly well adapted for its purpose, and 
I am very grateful to the Government, on 
behalf of the whole Church of England, 
for having taken up this question, and 
for having dealt with it as they have. 
For myself I have only to say that, 
though I propose to move certain Amend. 
ments, yet I would very much rather lose 
the Amendments than lose the Bill; and 
if I am told that the Bill cannot go on 
with any Amendments, well, then, I shall 
certainly consent to their being rejected, 
because I think the Bill is so well worth 
carrying that even though we might make 
it better it would be a great mistake to 
try to make it better at the risk of wreck. 
ing it either in this House or the other. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I cer- 
tainly do not rise with any intention of 
opposing this Bill. I think some of its 
provisions, especially the main provisions 
in clause 2, are likely to be useful and 
beneficial ; but I confess that for myself 
I am profoundly dissatisfied with the pro- 
visions of the first part of the Bill, which 
relate to the sale of the rights of patron- 
age. The noble Lord who moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill, divided the 
critics upon that subject into two classes, 
for neither of whom manifestly did he 
entertain much respect. He regards 
them as a somewhat preposterous people, 
who did not know anything of the sub- 
ject. I will deal with his criticism in a 
moment, but I may be allowed to say 
that, if I have arrived at certain conclu- 
sions on the subject, they have not been 
hastily arrived at. The late Archbishop 
asked me toserve on a Committee, which 
met many times at Lambeth Palace, to 
consider this subject of the sale of bene- 
fices and the best means of altering the 
law. The present Archbishop of York, 
and the most reverend Prelate who has 
succeeded to the See of Canterbury, and 
the father of the noble Earl who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill, were 
members of that Committee, and we had 
much discussion on the subject. My 
Lords, the foundation upon which the 
provision rests forbidding, so far as it 
does forbid, the sale of rights of 
patronage, is that it is a scandalous thing 
that the sale of the right to present 
to a benefice should be matter of traffic 
and barter, that it offends the consciences 
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of many, and is to the great majority 
of the laity of the Church, as well as of 
the clergy and the episcopate, a thing 
highly objectionable and likely to lead to 
scandal. Now, my Lords, I am unable to 
see any distinction in point of morals 
between the sale of the right to present 
once and the sale of the right to present 
many times. If it be a wrong thing to 
receive money for the transfer of the 
right to present on one occasion, in my 
view it is a wrong thing of precisely the 
same character to sell the right to pre- 
sent in perpetuity. And it seems to me 
that it is an evil thing, because it is, as 
far as I know, the only case in which 
the sale of the right of appointment is 
permitted by law. A trust of this 
description cannot be made matter of 
traffic and barter ordinarily, but it is 
allowed to be made so when it is a trust 
of the most sacred description, when it 
is the right to appoint a man who is 
to be, for many years perhaps, the 
spiritual guide and pastor of a parish. It 
was a right which grew up in evil times. 
No one to-day would dream of giving 
sanction for the first time to such a right 
as that. But it seems to me that when 
you, «s is done extensively, draw a dis- 
tinction between the sale of the right to 
present on one occasion and the sale 
of an advowson, you give a fresh legisla- 
tive sanction, by the very distinction 
which you draw, to the sale of advow- 
sons. So far from its being a step in 
the right direction, it seems to me to run 
dangerously near confirming and _ sanc- 
tioning by legislative authority a prac- 
tice which no doubt has been submitted 
to so long because it had grown up in 
ancient times, but which does not, I 
believe, accord with the general senti- 
ments and feelings of the people of this 
country. The most reverend Prelate 
said that, though the consciences of the 
British people had arrived at the point 
that they were prepared to abolish the 
sale of the right of next presentation, they 
have not yet reached the point at which 
they would be willing to abolish the sale 
of advowsons. I venture to think he is 
mistaken. I believe the area of opposi- 
tion to the sale of next presentations is 
just about as broad as would be the area 
of opposition to the sale of advowsons. 
It was a limited opposition, and I doubt 
very much whether that limit would be 
enlarged if this Bill had been extended so 
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as to prevent the sale of advowsons. In 
a vast majority of cases patrons do not 
want to sell their advowsons, they do 
not regard them as part of their property 
to be disposed of in the same manner as 
any other part of their property. That 
is not the light in which the vast major- 
ity of private patrons regard advowsons. 
They wish to be able to transfer that 
patronage to their family, and to those 
to whom their estates go, but they do 
not wish to bring it into the market and 
sell it. Consequently my impression is 
that, except from those who object to 
putting any limitations on the exercise 
of the rights of property in respect to 
advowsons, you would not find any very 
large area of opposition to a reform of 
that description. My Lords, I know that 
the difficulty was very much discussed, in 
the Committee to which I have referred, 
of making a reform of this sort without 


any compensation to the owners of 
advowsons. Indeed that was a difficulty 
which chiefly impressed those who 


thought it possible to go so far, although 
the views which I entertained met with 
some substantial report on that Commit- 
tee. My Lords, the difficulty, no doubt, 
is a real one, but at the same time it 
must be remembered that this Bill does 
deprive the owner of an adyvowson of 
rights which he now possesses at law 
without giving him any compensation at 
all. The right of selling a part is as 
much a right as the right of selling the 
whole, and therefore the Bill does not 
steer clear of the difficulty of interfering 
with the rights of property without 
giving compensation. I do not say it 
should give compensation, because I 
believe the right is one which may be 
freely interfered with under the circum- 
stances, without a demand for compensa- 
tion. But, my Lords, if you were to 
prevent the sale of advowsons altogether, 
I believe that there, again, you would 
interfere with property in such a way 
and to such a degree, following only the 
lines and principles of thus Bill, that 
might justly be done without giving com- 
pensation. There are only a very limited 
number of owners of advowsons in the 
country who would think that they had 
been wronged in the least if there waa 
a provision preventin the sale of advow- 
sons. I admit there is a difficulty which 
would have to be met, but it seems to 
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me that the kind of equitable treatment 
which might be meted out in such a cas2 
would be to allow a certain number 
of presentations, say two presentations, 
to elapse before you forbade the sale. 
The objection which weighs most with 
me with regard to this clause is that it 
seems to give a sanction to that which I 
cannot help feeling is an evil. Of course, 
as I have said, the Bill, so far as it deals 
with sale, goes in the right direction, but 
I cannot help remarking upon one pro- 
vision in it which, it seems to me, will 
wholly fail of effect, and that is sub- 
section 2— 


Benefices 





“Tt shall not be lawful to offer for sale by 
public auction any right of patronage, save in 
the case of an advowson to be sold in con- 
junction with any manor or hereditament.” 


Now, my Lords, no doubt it may 
be thought to be something more 
scandalous if a living is sold by 


public auction than if it is sold by 
private contract. But this Bill does 
not condemn a living being sold by 
public tender. Under this Bill you may 
have a place absolutely placarded with 
bills that a certain living is “for sale,” 
and accompanied by an announcement 
that tenders will be received by Mr. So- 
and-So, at such and such a time, and at 
such and such a place. That is not made 
illegal by this Act; and it is only the 
auctioneer with his hammer that is made 
illegal, and there, again, there seems to 
me to be a distinction which is not worth 
drawing. What I want to call attention 
to is this: that you do not forbid the 
sale of an advowson if it is sold with a 
hereditament. What is a hereditament? 
Any piece of land, however small, is a 
hereditament. A perch of land—half a 
perch of land—is a hereditament for the 
purpose of selling an advowson by auc- 
tion. Why are these things sold by 
public auction? Because they get the 
best price by that means. Do you sup- 
pose that any man who wants to sell by 
auction after this Bill is passed will fail 
in so doing? What has he got to do? 
He has only got to find a hereditament 
to sell with the advowson. Very well! 
A perch of land, at £10 per acre, costs 
3s. 9d. He has only got to sell three- 
and-ninepenny worth of land with his 
advowson, and where is your prohibi- 
tion? He may, perhaps, offer a 40s. 
freehold with the advowson, and then he 


Lord Herschell. 
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would be able to offer as an inducement 
a vote for the county. Surely, if this 
thing ought to be prohibited, it ought to 
be prohibited in some effectual fashion, 
It is an idle pretence of prohibition 
when you first of all suppose a man is 
anxious to do a thing, and you still leave 
him in a position to do it without the 
slightest actual impediment. An auc- 
tioneer in the habit of selling advowsons 
would probably buy an acre of land which 
he would keep on hand for purposes of 
this sort. He would arrange it out in 
half-perches, of which there would be 112 
to the acre, and which he could arrange 
to be sold at 1s. 10d. each to the intend- 
ing seller of the advowson, and he would 
be in a position to tell the intending 
seller that he will always be able to sell 
an advowson even after this Bill passes. 
I am quite convinced that such a state 
of things is not the intention of those 
who framed this Bill, but that seems to 
me to be the way in which it stands. Of 
course, I understand what is meant by 
this clause. It was intended to allow an 
advowson to be sold in the case of an 
estate being put up for auction connected 
with which estate there was an advow- 
son. But that is not what has been 
done. I quite admit the difficulty of 
defining what is an estate, and what size 
of estate you are to define for the pur- 
pose of the Act; but it would be far 
better to do that rather than leave it as 
it is now, because, as the Bill stands, you 
could drive—not a coach-and-six, but 
the whole of the traffic of London through 
that section of the Act of Parliament the 
first day it passes into law. Now, my 
Lords, with reference to the objection of 
the noble Karl that if you did away with 
the sale of advowsons you would have 
cases in which a man sold his estate, and 
the advowson would be vested in some- 
one unconnected with the land in any 
way, and would, therefore, be likely to get 
into the hands of persons who could not 
well be entrusted with the gift of a 
living. I cannot help thinking that there 
is a good deal of exaggeration in that. 
A vast amount of the patronage of this 
country is in no way connected with the 
ownership of land, and the livings are 
nevertheless given, I believe, by these lay 
patrons from excellent and good motives, 
and with excellent results. It need not 
be land in the parish, or connected with 
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the parish in any way, because, as we 
know, that although the owner of an 
estate has not in his hands an advowson 
in connection with his own estate, he 
may have in his ownership several ad- 
vowsons in different parts of the country, 
and therefore it is not really, as I think, 
essential to the ownership of patronage 
that he should be connected always with 
the ownership of land, and then, after 
all, you are going to sell to—you know 
not whom—somebody, perhaps, not 
friendly to the Church—somebody not 
likely to care whether a good man is 
put into the living or not. I do not see 
that you get any security that the ad- 
vowson is likely to be better used by the 
man who purchases than if it were left 
in the former hands, and if he does not 
care about it, when the disposition of his 
property takes place, there is nothing 
to prevent his divesting himself of it, 
and making it over to the person who is 
to be his successor in the estate. You 
do not forbid the transfer of it. He may 
not sell it, and bargain for its sale, but 
in all cases of that sort it is possible 
that it may be considered in the price 
paid for the estate. I do not dispute 
that there are cases in which a man 
would say, “if I am to possess the estate 
I will give something more for the estate 
because I want the living.” That would 
be quite an exceptional case, but, at any 
rate, it would not give rise to the scandal 
which the sale of an advowson. at present 
does. The difficulty which the noble 
Earl suggested is not by any means a 
sufticient reason for not proceeding fur- 
ther with this reform. That is all I have 
to say about the first part of the Bill 
with regard to the sale of advowsons— 
that it seems to me that it might have 
excluded the sale of all advowsons, with 
some such equitable provision as I have 
already sketched out to your Lordships, 
if it be thought advisable that you 
should permit the sale in connection with 
an estate. It was one of the proposals 
made in one of the previous Bills—that 
you should allow the sale where it was 
sold in connection witn, I think, no less 
than 100 acres of land in the parish. 
That was one way in which the difficulty 
was met, to which the noble Earl has 
alluded. I would far rather see it made 
in that way than on account of the diffi- 
culty arising in these.cases—considering 
it as a means to deal thoroughly with 
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this question of the traffic in the rights 
of patronage to benefices. With regard 
to the second clause, I want to call atten- 
tion to a result which cannot have been 
altogether foreseen when it was framed. 
This second clause allows the bishop to 


“refuse to institute or admit a presentee to a 
benefice if, at the date of the vacancy, not 
more than one year has elapsed since a transfer, 
as defined by the first section of this Act of the 
right of patronage of the benefice, unless it 
be proved that the transfer was not effected in 
view of the probability of a vacancy within 
such year; or on the ground that at the date 
of the presentation not more than three years 
have elapsed since the presentee was ordained 
deacon.” 


That is to say, if there has not been more 
than one year between the transfer and 
the vacancy, then the bishop may refuse 
to institute. Supposing a person pre- 
sented within the year. The bishop re- 
fuses to institute. The patron appeals 
to the archbishop; the archbishop con- 
firms his refusal. He presents somebody 
else, and the same process may be gone 
through, as far as I can see, any number 
of times, because the fifth section says :— 


“Tn reckoning the date for lapse no account 
shall be taken of the period between a presenta- 
tion by the patron and the refusal of the 
bishop to institute or admit the presentee ; or 
the period between the refusal of the bishop to 
institute or admit, and the decision of the court 
upon such refusal.” 


That is the decision of the arch- 
bishop’s court. There is no lapse 
going on, and as soon as the archbishop 
has confirmed the refusal another pre- 
sentation is made—the process goes on. 
How long the living is to be vacant I do 
not know, and what becomes of the un- 
fortunate benefice which remains vacant 
because the bishop is unwilling to in- 
stitute I do not know. Ido not see that 
any provision is made to meet the objec- 
tion in the Bill. The same objection 
applies to sub-section (b). By that sub- 
section it is provided that the bishop 
may refuse to institute or admit— 


“on the ground that at the date of the presen- 
tation not more than three years have elapsed’ 
since the presentee was ordained deacon.” 


There, again, the same state of 
things arises. You have a _presentee 
in whose case not more than three years 
have elapsed ; the bishop refuses to insti- 
tute, you appeal to the archbishop, you 
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have got a month for appealing, and the 
archbishop confirms the bishop’s deci- 
sion. Time is running on then, he is 
getting beyond the three years, and the 
patron may go on presenting, as far as I 
can see, the same person over and over 
again, and when the three years have 
elapsed the bishop would be bound to 
institute him, because he cannot then 
say that “not more than three years 
have elapsed since the presentee was 
ordained deacon.” There is no provi- 
sion that you shall not present the 
same man more than once, and it seems 
to me that the clause can be rendered 
entirely nugatory in that way. I thought 
it right, my Lords, to call attention to 
these defects, as I consider them, because 
it seems to me that the effect of these 
provisions must not be overlooked. 


Tue Earn or CRANBROOK: The 
noble and learned Lord seems to have 
entered upon rather an academic discus. 
sion. He said at the beginning that he 
did not intend to oppose the Bill—nor 
has he opposed the Bill, nor has he 
suggested in what way he would make 
the Bill satisfactory. He attacked the 
sale of next presentations as much as he 
did the sale of advowsons, and yet he has 
coupled that attack with this reservation, 
that there ought to be two occasions on 
which the presentations might be allowed 
to lapse before the sale was forbidden. 
Now I cannot help thinking that these 
objections savour rather more of the 
attorney’s office than of my very noble 
and learned Friend’s higher views of the 
Chancery Court, a remark which also 
applies to his criticisms with regard to 
the sale of advowsons with an estate. The 
noble Earl has just put it as if the advow- 
son is the chief thing, and is to be sold 
as an appendage to the land. That is 
obviously not what is meant. The ad- 
vowson is to be sold in conjunction with 
the estate, and the manor, and the here- 
ditaments. I do not know how lawyers 
might interpret it, but for my own part 
I assume they would take it to mean 
something in the nature of a manor. At 
any rate, that is one of the objections 
which I cannot think would he 
found to exist in practice. I repeat that 
the object of selling by public sale is 
for the estate and not for the advowson 
That is the reason why people in the case 
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of large estates seek to sell them by 
public auction—that the advowson is an 
appendage to it. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: In the great 
majority of sales by auction they are 
sales of advowsons separately. 


Tue Eart or CRANBROOK: Yes; but 
in the case of a sale to which the noble 
and learned Lord adverted, I think it is 
a case of sale together with land—what 
he calls a hereditament. In these cases 
it is almost always the estate that is 
being sold, and the advowson is attached 
to it, and adds to the value of the pro- 
perty. I should like to know when we 
are considering certain duties which the 
noble Lord’s Government imposed upon 
the country, whether the advowsons do 
not form a considerable part of the value 
of the estates, and while the State does 
not hesitate to take these duties, it also 
does not hesitate to take away the pro- 
perty on which they have been founded. 
This Bill goes as far, probably, as public 
opinion will go, and the only proposal 
with regard to the sale of advowsons is 
the one proposed by Lord Westbury— 
which proposal was for the sale of endow- 
ments to private patrons, and the money 
was to go for the increase of the livings. 
Thus you have the thing done openly 
and by Statute passed through both 
Houses of Parliament—that is the most 
recent Statute on the subject of sales 
enabling certain clauses of adyvowsons 
to be sold, and, as I believe, to great ad- 
vantage. I am not going to enter into 
the question of private patronage or 
public patronage, but I venture to say 
this, that in looking back into the 
history of patronage of a public character 
—episcopal patronage, dean and chapter 
patronace, and other patronage—you will 
find that the private patronage of this 
country will bear fair comparison with 
it all, and that there are instances in 
connection even with episcopal patron. 
age, which would not bear so close an 
examination as many of the cases of 
private patronage. But that question is 
not before us, and the noble Lord 
opposite is not opposing the Bill on that 
ground. Nor do I understand that it is 
the intention of the noble Lord to move 
that it be extended in that direction. 
If it is his intention not to move 
for its extension in that direction, 
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then let us be ‘thankful to have 
what we have, and after 24 years 
of waiting at least let us put something 
into operation which will relieve us from 
many of the great scandals and rid us 
of some of those evils of donature which 
have proved one of the greatest curses of 
the Church. 


Benefices 


*Toe Bishop or WINCHESTER: In 
common with all your Lordships I 
listened with great interest to the 
speech of the noble and_ learned 
Lord who spoke a few minutes 
ago. I do not think the noble 


Lord does more than justice to himself 
when he claims to be one of those who 
took an active part in the early stages 
of the preparations made for arriving at 
the result which I hope we shall now at 
last attain. The efforts in this direction 
have been continuous for many years, 
and I can speak from my own personai 
knowledge of the active part taken a few 
years ago in our private consultations by 
the noble and learned Lord himself. I 
think that amid the tributes that have 
been borne to-night, and rightly borne, 
to the work of Archbishop Magee in 
bringing public attention to bear on this 
subject, we ought not to forget the yet 
greater work of Archbishop Benson. 
Year after year he brought this matter 
forward, and spent long months before- 
hand in working with others in prepar- 
ing for the various Bills which were suc- 
cessively introduced, and if to Arch- 
bishop Magee is due the credit of having 
first focussed public opinion on this sub- 
ject, to Archbishop Benson may be attri- 
buted the credit of having maintained 
that interest at a high level, and for 
having looked after the subject persever- 
ingly from year to year. In regard to 
the noble and learned Lord’s criticisms 
of the Bill, there are some of them with 
which I am personally prepared to agree ; 
there are others which I confess I was 
surprised to hear from him. The argu- 
ment, for example, which he used as to 
there being no difference between the sale 
of an advowson and the sale of the next 
presentation seemed to be to me false 
in this way. The difference, surely, lies 
in this, that in the case of the sale of an 
advowson it is, at all events, possible— 
nay, it is even probable—that the interest 
of the parishioners and not the interest 
of any individual may be foremost in the 
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purchaser’s mind ; but, in the case of the 
next presentation it is presumably im 
order that some individual may be 
appointed to the post that the purchase 
is made. Ican hardly think of any 
other circumstances under which the 
next presentation is likely to be bought, 
and this seems to me to lie at the root 
of all our proposed legislation. In regard 
to the point upon which the noble Lord 
dwelt at some length—the possibility, 
under clause 2, that a long series of 
bad presentations might be made 
with the intention that in the 
interval that arises between these pre- 
sentations the young candidate who was 
to be presented might grow to mature 
years—I wonder whether the noble Lord 
considered what had to be done in order 
to carry out his idea. First of all, there 
must be a series of unfit men provided 
who are to be brought forward one after 
another— 


Lorp HERSCHELL: The same man 
might be presented time after time. 


*THe Bishop or WINCHESTER: And 
in case of an appeal the costs follow, and 
would have to be paid time after time by 
the patron whose nominee is again and 


again rejected. But these are mere 
details, and, my Lords, I would 


rather say a word or two about the Bill 
as a whole. To-night is to some of us, 
who have watched and cared for these 
things for many years, a somewhat 
memorable night, because we have come 
within reach of the fruit of what has 
been the unfructuous labour of so many 
sessions. The fact that Bill after bill— 
amounting to nineteen or twenty in all— 
has been presented on this subject, and 
that there have been Select Committees 
and Royal Commissions deliberating over 
and over again about some such Measure, 
has at all events had this advantage, 
that the matter has been thoroughly 
thrashed out from all points of view, 
from side to side, and from top to 
bottom, and to-night we have the 
product of the immense amount of 
thought which has been spent in con- 
sidering the subject—a product which, I 
believe, will thoroughly stand the test. 
Personally, I believe that this Bill goes 
as far as public opinion is yet prepared 
to go. For mv own part, I agree with 
the noble and learned Lord in desiring 
that the time may come when we shall 
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see the sale, not only of next presenta- 
tions, but of advowsons absolutely 
abolished, but the day, I feel, is not come 
yet. We have been looking for it for 
long. It is many years ago since a 
bishop, the senior in years among all 
those now on the Bench, said— 


“T hold that the sale of livings deserves 
unmitigated condemnation, and ought to be 
clean swept away. The thing is an offence in 
God’s sight, and a blot on the character of the 
Church of England.” 


I am not sure that I could personaily 
use such strong language on the matter, 
but while I believe in the main the prin- 
ciple is a sound one, I am convinced that 
we have not nearly reached the stage at 
which public opinion would enable us to 
effect so drastic a change. I realise, too, 
that there is not a little to be said upon 
the other side. It is because I believe in 
the encrmous value resulting to the 
Church from the existence of private 
patronage that I want to see abuses 
of this kind swept away. It nas 
been said that Bills of this sort 
are an attack upon the rights of 
the private patron. [ do not believe 
that they are. I believe that Bills 
such as this are the best security 
for the private patron. It is by remov 
ing the abuses which attend the sales of 
advowsons that the legitimate rights and 
privileges of the private patron will be 
placed upon a firmer basis than they 
have ever yet stood upon. This Bill can 
do no harm at all to the private patron 
who desires to exercise his trust in a 
proper way. It is simply with the object 
vf preventing those who desire to exercise 
their rights in an improper way from 
doing so that these provisions are in- 
serted, and I trust and believe they will 
be effective. To the first part of the Bill, 
which deals with presentation and with 
the bishops’ refusal to institute, there 
are, I suppose, two lines of objection. 
One has been alluded to to-night, the 
The first objection is that 
it interferes with the rights of patrons; 


other has not. 


the second is, that it increases the nower 
of the bishops. So far as regards the 


interference with the rights ef patrons. 

I agree with the words of the noble Earj 

who introduced the Bill to-night, when 
Bishop of Winchester. 
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he said that the property is incidental to 
the trust, and not the trust to the pro- 
perty. Whatever else the ownership of 
an advowson is, it is a trust for the 
public good. In what way can the 
provisions of this Bill be supposed to 
injure those who desire to exercise that 
trust in a right manner! It is said, 
first, that we are fettering the discretion 
of the patrons. Not so; we are helping 
the patron who desires to execute his 
trust rightly to have a really trustworthy 
investigation. We are doing for the 
patron that which he finds is difficult to 
do for himself; we are helping him to 
reject the unworthy man, and to find the 
man he desires to find—that is, the man 
best fitted for the benefice to which he 
desires to appoint. Then we are told 
that it will decrease the sale-value of 
advowsons. I do not care -if it does. 
If that be so, it is because the advowson 
has acquired a fictitious value owing to 
the facility with which the patron 
can, if he likes, evade the law. The 
law has laid it down that a man shall not 
be abla to buy an advowson or presenta- 
tion with immediate possession. The 
Bill is intended to render impossible 
what has, by the exercise cf a little 
evasion, been quite easy in the past. I 
venture, with great respect, to differ a 
little from the most reverend prelate in 
what he said as to the sale of advowsons 
having very largely decreased. I have 
here with me a list—the latest edition of 
the circular pamphlet issued by the prin- 
cipal agent in these matters. It is 
prefaced by a plaintive appeal as to the 
harm which will be done to his cause and 
to his clients by the passing of this Bill, 
and he goes on to show by the list of 
advowsons and next presentations that 
he has for sale that we are far indeed 
from having reached the point in which 
He now 
advertises some 230 benefices and next 
He has himself told us 
in the evidence he gave before the Royal 
Commission that the vast majority of 
those, however they may appear in the 
eye of the public, are practically sales of 
presentations with immediate possession 
—the very thing the law intends to 
prevent, or, at all events, to hinder. His 


a Bill like this is unnecessary. 


presentations. 








> ge teed bee 20 tee ce 











Benefices 


117 


own words before the Royal Commission 
are-—— 

“Three-quarters of my transactions are with 
immediate possession, and, strictly speakinz, 
they are nearly all illegal.” 


And then a little later he says— 

“The reason for secrecy is this: the centre 
point of simony is the immediate possession.” 
Now, it would be very much more diffi- 
cult to flout the law in that way if, as | 
trust will be the case before many weeks 
are over, this Bill had passed your Lord- 
ships’ House, and had become the law of 
the land. It is not the rights of pro- 
perty but the wrongs of property, if | 
may so call them, that the Bill will 
damage if it passes in its present form. 
Then it has been said, and said very 
loudly, that the Bill is mischievous be- 
cause of the increase of the power it 
places in the hands of the bishops. It 
is perfectly true that the Bill gives the 
bishops some increase of power—that is, 
an increase of responsibility, though not, 
I am glad to say, of patronage. That 
responsibility is a burden which the 
House and the country desire that the 
bishops shall carry. What are the 
bishops for but to exercise respon- 
sibility? It is what we are caiied to do, 
and what we mean to do if you place 
these new duties in our hands and give 
us the power of discharging them We 
are not afraid of accepting responsibility. 
Bishops have to live and act under 
a fierce light of public criticism. 
We know that if the power be exercised 
wrongly in the case of an individual 
bishop by his refusing a duly qualified 
presentee, the Bill gives the presentee 
a right of appeal. We are not afraid 
of exercising the responsibility which the 
Bill desires to lay upon us. We ask the 
House and the country to strengthen our 
hands in the endeavour to safeguard the 
threshold of the entry upon the cure of 
souls, because it is there that the real peril 
lies. Once a man has crossed the thres- 
hold and been inducted to his benefice, he 
may go very far astray without it being 
possible for us to remove him or pull him 
up. Every bishop knows how he has 
received letters time after time, com- 
plaining of the inefficiency or the wrong- 
doing of this man or that; and, as a 
general rule, the ending of the letter is— 


“Whatever happens, do not mention my 
name” ; 


? 
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And then, a few weeks later, we find that 
our correspondent has been saying— 


“The bishop has all the facts in his posses- 
sion; why on earth does he not act? It is 
just like those bishops, just what they always 
do!” 


This is a mere commonplace which is 
within the daily experience of all of us. 
What we try by this Bill to do is to safe- 
guard the threshold of entry upon the cure 
of souls. Do that, and the perils that 
follow will be far less than they are now, 
because we shall be able to check at the 
outset that which might have become 
an unrestrained evil if we had allowed 


that threshold to be crossed. One 
word about the second part of 
the Bill. There was great  diffi- 
culty some years ago in regard to 
the provision inserted in one of 
the former Bills, which appeared to 


result in this, that an old man, simply 
because he was old and weak, might con- 
ceivably be turned adrift on no other 
ground than that he was not able to do 
what he had been able to do 20 years 


before. I think that danger was very 
greatly exaggerated. The discretion 


lay with the bishop, and his responsibility 
would have been exercised for the pro- 
tection of such a man. Whether that 
provision was a wise one ©: not, it has 
now gone, and therefore tiat difficulty 
which encumbered the question before 
does not now beset us. The Churel: and 
people of England, far as we can 
judge, want the bishops to have the 
extra power this Bill confers, and, as I 
said before, we will do our best to use it. 
There is danger in all discussions of this 
kind lest we seem to imply that our 
scandals—the wrong-doings that exist 
among the clerzy—are greater and more 
numerous than they are. They are real, 
but they are few, and the reality 
of them what calls for this Bill. 
It would be a sad thing indeed if 
it were to be supposed that we 
were parading these scandals as things 
of constant and daily occurrence. I 
believe there is no body of men in the 
world so large in number—we have in 
the Church of England 25,000 clergy- 
men—in whom moral wrong-doing is as 
rare as it is among the clergy of the 
Church of England, and the reports 
which gain currency, sometimes from lack 
of information, sometimes from malice, 
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are often worth running to ground, 
because it will be found how feeble and 
false they are. A year or two ago, for 
example, I noticed in the Press a letter 
in which the statistics of the criminal 
wrong-doing of the clergy of the Church 
of England as actually proved in Court 
during a single twelvemonth were 
elaborately tabulated, amounting to some 
300 gross cases of moral misdemeanour 
or criminal conduct ; and the writer gave 
at the bottom, what the newspapers 
would call a guarantee of his good faith, 
his full name and address. I wrote to 
him, and asked him for information as 
to the statistics upon which his table 
was based. After some little delay I 
received my letter back again. It had 
wandered all over England—no such 
person was known. I wrote to the editor 
of the newspaper, but owing, as I was 
afterwards told, to a change of editorship, 
no notice whatever was taken, and 
many other papers continued to copy 
those so-called statistics. I will give 
one more instance. Only a few months 
ago I saw a strange statement, bluntly 
and plainly made, that at a gathering for 
the relief of decayed sandwich-men in East 
London, it was discovered that a con- 
siderable portion of them—half at least 
—had once been in orders in the Church 
of England. I wrote to the editor of the 
newspaper, and with a candour which I 
had hardly anticipated he favoured me 
with his grounds, and they were these: 
that a correspondent told him that he 
remembered once hearing it said in the 
smoking-room of a club that of those 
present at an entertainment of the kind 
described, a large number of men had 
been clergy of the Church of England. 
I simply notice these things to 
show how often it is the case that scan- 
dals which become current, if traced, are 
found to be devoid of foundation, and 
it would be a sad thing if it were to be 
supposed, because we are dealing 
in this Bill with wrong-doings, that those 
wrong-doings are many. I hope that 
your Lordships will read this Bill a 
second time to-night. Among the infi- 


nite varieties of opinion upon subjects, 
sacred and secular, which are to be found 
among the clergy and laity of England, 
there is practical unanimity in asking 
for this Bill, and the clergy of the Church 
of England, and I fully believe the people 


Bishop of Winchester. 
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of England also, trust to your Lordships 
to give it a Second Reading. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: With 
regard to the criticisms which have been 
made upon the observations of my noble 
and learned Friend beside me, I think 
they were hardly deserved, because what 
he pointed out was that in framing the 
Bill there were loopholes left. which would 
lead to results which everyone would 
entirely deplore. - That was the whole 
object of his criticism, and it was not 
mere carping criticism. It was made 
with the view of pointing out that if cer- 
tain portions of the Bill were not 
amended it would not be as efficient as its 
supporters would desire it to be. Turn- 
ing to what the right reverend prelate 
has said, I heard with considerable plea- 
sure one of his later remarks, in which he 
said that for his own part, and I think 
he added that it could be said for others 
in his high position, he would not 
shrink from the responsibility of carry- 
ing into effect the provisions of this Bill 
in regard to inefficient and unworthy 
clergymen, if it should pass into law ; and 
he further made this remark, which 
struck me as exceedingly to the purpose, 
that it was best to stop these evils at the 
threshold. I do not wish to import into 
this discussion subjects which are not in 
touch with the Bill, but I may say that 
I am convinced that on the part of the 
laity—and it is for the laity, let me 
observe, that the Church exists—there 
has been a feeling that those who are 
entrusted with high positions in the 
Church have not taken upon themselves 
all the responsibility which they ought to 
have taken, and that in many respects 
they have not interfered at the threshold 
with evils which have grown up further 
than they would have grown if they had 
interfered at the proper time. My Lords, 
the Bill gives an opportunity which I 
greatly welcome, by notice being given 
to the churchwardens of the parish of 
the intended appointment of a clergyman, 
of enabling those who may have anything 
to allege against the appointment to make 
these allegations—an opportunity and a 
provision which, I think, will be most 
Valuable. In that respect I think the 
Bill is exceedingly useful ; but, my Lords, . 
the Bill, whilst it stops negligence in 
the performance of ecclesiastical duty, 
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carefully excludes from that negligence 
a considerable portion of the duties of 
the clergymen, and those portions con- 
sist of those duties which should be so 
performed by the clergyman that in 
their performance he shows whether he 
is a loyal and true member of the 
Church of which he forms a part. My 
Lords, I am not at all disposed, in men- 
tioning this matter, to press what may 
be called, if your Lordships will forgive 
me for so calling it, the high Protestant 
view too far. I am quite certain that 
any who have paid any attention to the 
history of the Church of England, and all 
who look at it fairly and with an un- 
biased spirit, must, whatever their per- 
sonal opinions may be, be well aware that 
the original foundation of the Reformed 
Church was so made as to leave a very 
large and wide liberty within the Church 
to those who might hold opinions which 
were somewhat divergent to each other. 
It always seems to me that that is to 
the best interests of the Church of Eng- 
land, and if you depart from the original 
compromise, and draw too tightly either 
way the bonds which are laid upon the 
clergymen, I do not believe that the 
Church of England would continue very 
long to exist. But, on the other hand, 
there is very great danger lest in cer- 
tain matters, to which I do not wish 
to refer especially, you should stir up 
a feeling in the laity of serious discon- 
tent, and I am quite certain that the 
right reverend prelates must be aware 
that it is especially in the rural parishes 
that this feeling most exists. Of course, 
in the large towns, where there are a 
great number of places of worship, it is 
easy to find places of worship which are 
congenial to the opinions of any church 
worshipper, but in a rural parish, if it 
so happens that a clergyman—no doubt, 
probably, a perfectly conscientious man, 
and, being a conscientious man, believing 
that it is his duty to do so—introduces 
certain changes which are unsatisfactory 
to his parishioners, I can assure the right 
reverend prelates that I do not think they 
can calculate the injury done to the 
Church and the injury done to religion, 
which is of more importance than the 
Church, when such things as that occur. 
Ihave known myself of a case some years 
ago, when practices which I have in my 
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mind were by no means carried so far 
as they are now. A very worthy clergy- 
man, because he neglected the feelings of 
his parishioners, which happened to be 
in the direction of the stronger Protes- 
tant feeling, created a state of things in 
that parish which was most detrimental 
to religion, and most unfortunate in every 
possible way, and it led to the secession 
of a great part of the parishioners for a 
long period of time. That might have 
been avoided if the bishop had been in 
a position to take care that the clergy 
who are appointed are, on the whole, men 
congenial to the parishioners whose in- 
terests are to be committed to their 
charge. This always seemed to me to 
be the duty of a patron, independent of 
any personal view he may have, to select 
a clergyman who is likely to be most 
acceptable to the parishioners with whom 
he is to be connected. That seems to me 
to be one of the most essential and impor- 
tant duties of a patron, and a duty which 
I believe a conscientious lay patron is 
well adapted to perform. He is likely 
to know what is the temper of the 
people in his parishes, and I can assure 
those who are not well acquainted with 
the inhabitants of some of our rural 
parishes that they can scarcely be aware 
how dangerous it is to tamper seriously 
with the views that they hold. There 
are many attached members of the 
Church who through certain practices, 
although they do not create anything but 
a feeling of indignation and of dissatis- 
faction in these parishes, feel that they 
are very prejudicial to the interests of 
religion. I have ventured to make these 
few observations, and I have founded 
them upon that particular remark of the 
right reverend prelate, without which I 
do not know that I should have said 
anything at all, and it is for this reason 
that I trust that those who are at the 
head of the Church will take courage, and 
will endeavour to do all that they can, in 
their high office, to prevent an extension 
of practices which, no doubt, are exag- 
gerated, which do not probably exist to 
the extent which some persons represent 
them, but which still have created a 
feeling of disquietude and a feeling which 
I am sure every member of the Church 
in this House would desire not to see 
prevail any further. I have made these 
observations in perfect good faith. I 
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will not, for one moment, disguise that 
that which I am about to state is a mere 
opinion which has no practical effect, 
but I do not believe that, speaking 
generally, it is a permanent advantage 
to the Church to be connected with the 
State. But that is not the question be- 
fore us now. The question of the dis- 
establishment and disendowment of the 
Church is not a practical question at 
the present moment in this country, and 
whilst the Church exists, whatever may 
be one’s opinion, in the cause of that 
which every right-minded man must 
cherish, the cause of religion, this we 
must desire—that the Church should be 
so administered as to give contentment 
to the people of the countrv, and to do 
the work committed to it in the most 
efficient and satisfactory manner. 


*Tue PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: It is 
impossible to listen to the remarks of 
the noble Earl without feeling that they 
are of a character which, in their scope 
and in the strictly studied moderate lan- 
guage in which he expressed them, will 
excite the sympathy not of one side only 
of your Lordships’ House. The danger to 
which he has pointed is a real danger. 
There is—I do not think it exists very 
largely—a certain alienation from the 
opinions of the Church of England which 
is deeply to be lamented. I will not go so 
far as to express any opinion at all equal 
in strength to those which I have seen 
expressed elsewhere. To my mind, many 
of the opinions on which excitement 
bas arisen are on trivial matters, on 
which, on one side or the other, I should 
not have thought it was worth while for 
Christian men to quarrel. But they have 
caused a very serious objection on the 
part of many of the members of the 
Church of England, especially in the 
remoter districts of the country, and it 
seems to me, as it does to the noble 
Lord, to be one of the most important 
duties of the bishops to exert themselves 
so far as they can, by the exercise of the 
power they possess, to bring the clerey 
more into harmony with the population 
in those places than at present exists. 
But I demur to the blame being cast 
upon the bishops. There is one impor- 


tant matter which the noble Lord has 
passed over, and which was so vulgar 
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that the bishops themselves could not 
mention it, but which I can allude to; 
and that is the frightful cost incurred in 
getting rid of a clergyman who has 
broken the ecclesiastical law—not only 
with respect to the matters not dealt with 
in this Bill, to which the noble Lord 
referred, but also with the matters which 
are dealt with in this Bill. It is really 
a heavy undertaking to rid his diocese 
of men who are a disgrace to the Church 
and a serious impediment to all spiritual 
administration. I remember a case— 
the noble and learned Lord will remem- 
ber it very well—which happened in a 
district with which I am acquainted. 
The bishop issued whatever process was 
necessary to set the machinery in motion 
for getting rid of adrunken parson. The 
evidence was, in the first instance, 
thought to be sufficient, ana the bishop 
passed the requisite condemnation. It 
was appealed against, and the evidence 
in the Privy Council was thought not 
to be sufficient. I think that the Privy 
Council only had the printed depositions 
before them, and did not have the wit- 
nesses examined before them, but that 
is, of course, not a matter with which I 
am dealing and is outside the question. 
The point is this, that in doing what 
was absolutely his duty, which was no 
profit or pleasure or advantage to the 
bishop whatever, he was loaded with costs 
to the extent of £1,600. How are you to 
expect, if your law is constructed in 
this manner, that with these tremendous 
fines the bishops can perform their 
duties, and that the law, however excel- 
lent it may be, can be adequately put in 
force by men of whom you require so 
vast asacrifice? I believe that the exist- 
ence of this state of the law is not entirely 
accidental. We are dealing in the whole 
of this Bill with two popular currents 
running in opposite directions. The 
noble and learned Lord called our atten- 
tion to the fact, which I believe is abso- 
lutely correct, that in no other case is 
any office with an emolument appoint- 
able for money. But that is the survival 
of a very extensive system, when in all 
parts of the State large numbers of 
offices were, according to the ideas of 
the time, purchasable for money. In 
all other cases the steady trend of 
opinion, which has run ever against 
a system of that kind, has removed 
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such blots from every other portion of 
our civil or ecclesiastical dominion. But 
in this case there has been a formidable 
impediment. It has been called atten- 
tion to more than once in this Debate ; 
it is a curious state of feeling which 
exists with respect to the episcopal office 
in this country. I believe that the 
bishops at the present time, more per- 
haps—certainly as much as at any 
previous period—command the affection 
and the respect of the laity by their high 
character and their devotion to their 
work; but, greatly as the bishops are 
respected, there still lingers behind a 
dread and distrust of the episcopal office 
which prevents us from putting it to the 
purpose for which it really exists. We 
have no discipline in the Church of Eng- 
land. It is quite true that whether in 
morals, in efficiency, in doctrine, or in 
ritual, there is no discipline in the Church 
of England; and why is that? In any 
other department you would say that 
proper powers must be vested in the 
superiors. If you want discipline in 
public offices, you have to give great 
pewers to the head of an office; if 
you want discipline in the Army, you 
must give great powers to the colonel 
or to the commander-in-chief; if you 
want discipline in the Bar, you must place 
great powers in the hands of the Benchers 
of the Inn; if you want discipline 
amongst solicitors, you give to the 
courts the absolute power of crushing 
them by removing them from the rolls. 
But at the Church you stop—you give 
no powers to the bishops, and the two 
popular currents have met each other— 
the public distrust, not of the bishops 
themselves, but of the episcopal office, 
meeting that unhappy remnant of by- 
gone error in another age, which allows 
spiritual functions to be sold and bought 
for money. My Lords, I believe this Bill 
is a step forward out of this unhappy 
state of mind ; it is distinctly an increase 
of the power of the bishops, but I do not 
accept it as an end of the journey which 
we must ultimately take in that direction. 
If you mean to have better discipline in 
the Church, to have the laws more fully 
observed, to have greater security among 
the laity against any arrogance or excess 
of power or deficiency of devotion on the 
part of the clergy, you must entrust more 


{7 Jury 1898} 





(No. 2) Bill. 126 


power to the bishops, and put aside the 
prejudice which has prevented the growth 
of this movement ; and men will see that 
they cannot have the Church governed 
as we should wish it, and as a Christian 
Church should be, and all the duties of 
the Church properly performed by those 
to whom they are entrusted, unless you 
will give to the bishops a power, I do 
not say equal, but in some degree cor- 
responding to the power you give to the 
superiors in every other department of 
activity, where duties have to be 
performed to the community or to the 
State. My Lords, to my mind, the most 
important part of this Bill is that it is 
a step forward in a direction that we 
must follow. I do not agree with many 
criticisms of the noble and learned Lord. 
I think that all he said about the sale 
of advowsons, though it may be logically 
correct, is absolutely inconsistent with 
that institution of private patronage 
which, as we believe at this present day, 
public opinion is decidedly favourable to 
maintaining. So long as you have pri- 
vate patronage, I think you must, to a © 
certain extent, tolerate the sale of advow- 
sons. After all, you always talk as if 
the possession of patronage was an ad- 
vantage. I am bound to say, having 
some little experience of it, that I con- 
sider it is an intolerable nuisance, and 
I want to know what right you have to 
fasten upon me and upon my descendants 
this function, giving me none of the ordi- 
nary powers of getting rid of it, that is 
possessed in any other hereditament. 
This power is fastened upon us; but I 
do not believe that you can have a here- 
ditament that you cannot sell; you may 
attach conditions to it, but you must 
allow persons to get rid of it if they like. 
You cannot prevent a man from with- 
drawing himself from the burden of it 
if he feels it to be a burden, and when 
you once allow transfer, sale is not very 
far off. It would be perfectly impossible 
to forbid the sale so long as you permit 
a transfer. I do not believe that the 
evil of selling advowsons, so far as it is 
left by this Bill, is a practical evil. It 
has been said more than once this even- 
ing that what we are dealing with is a 
scandal. The great scandal which gives 
offence to men is the sale of the next 
presentation. The sale of advowsons 
merely in connection with other land 
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existing in the parish, whether it is logi- 
cally right or wrong, is not a thing which 
offends the mind or the conscience of 
the country. Let us go as far as neces- 
sary for the purpose of clearing the 
Church of the admitted blot, and let us 
leave to the solution of other times pro- 
blems which are really academical in 
themselves, warned by our own experience 
of the length of labour which any re- 
moval of any deficiency or defect in the 
ecclesiastical laws requires. When I 
first came in this House, 28 years ago, 
this question was then a burning ques- 
tion. I am very glad that so far we 
are able to part with it, but I should be 
very sorry to begin another pilgrimage 
for the attainment of a similar end in 
respect of matters which really do not 
require the interference of Parliament, in 
order to remedy any evil that has been 
proved to exist. 


*TueE Bisnor or SALISBURY: I do not 
wish to continue this Debate, but 1 
would venture very humbly to ask the 
noble Marquess who has just sat down 
in what sense he used the words “there 
is no discipline in the Church”? 

*Toe PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: I did 
not say there was absolutely none, but 
I said there was not nearly enough. 


*Tue Bisnop or SALISBURY: If the 
noble Marquess had said there was no 
military discipline in the Church, it 
would have been true; but I confess i 
find myself in a position in which I ann 
constantly called upon to exercise dis- 
cipline, whether I like it or not, and I 
very humbly venture to protest against 
the latitude with which that proposition 
was stated. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


POOR LAW UNIONS ASSOCIATION BILL. 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Eart STANHOPE: formally moved 


the Third Reading of the Bill. 


*Lorp NORTON: I beg leave to 


enter my protest against this Bill. I 
really do not believe that many of your 


The Premier. 


{LORDS} 
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Lordships know what the contents of it 
are, and I cannot help thinking that the 
authorities on the bench below me, if 
they had had time to see this Bill, would 
not, I think, have approved of them. 
The fact is that at this time of the 
Session a great number of one-clause 
Bills slip through Parliament which 
hardly gain any attention at all, and 
which are supposed from their size to 
be of little importance, though they may 
be full of great mischief. This is simply 
a Bill of one or two clauses to enable 
the Poor Law Unions to form repre- 
sentative associations for the pur- 
pose of conferring on the subject of the 


Poor Law, and to enable boards of 
guardians to charge their expenses— 


travelling and other expenses for coming 
up to London—upon the poor rates. I 
very much object both to the.association 
and to the charge upon the rates. It 
is becoming a growing fashion in the 
country for all bodies, great and small, 
to whom anything like executive fune- 
tions are entrusted by Parliament, to 
try and turn themselves into a sort of 
legislature. Not content with the small 
executive functions assigned to them, 
they want to give themselves legislative 
functions also. I think the danger is 
very great, because their own functions 
are very much neglected for the more 


agreeable share in the association—a 
Parliament, as it might be called— 


and discussing general questions. But 
still more do I think that it is very 
dangerous to charge the cost of attending 
such functions as these upon the rates. 
I have inquired during the short time 
I have known, accidentally, of the 
existence of this Bill, as to what 
precedent there is for it, and I find 
that there are two precedents 
which this Bill follows. There is 
the Act of 1890, which enables county 
councils to associate and to discuss 
county council matters, and to charge 
the expenses of their conferences upon 
the county rates to a certain limit—as 
this Bill also proposes a certain limit of 
these conference expenses—and there is 
also an Act which enables municipal cor- 
porations to asscciate in the same way 
for the same purpose, and also to charge 
their expenses upon the borough rates. I 
think, after eight years’ experience, it 
will be difficult for your Lordships to 
say what good has come from 
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either of these Acts. This Bill has 
passed through the other House. It 
took two days’ discussion in Standing 
Committee ; therefore it was thoroughly 
discussed. But, in the course of 
discussion in Committee in the House 
of Commons very considerable checks 
were inserted against what  every- 
body allowed to be a very questionable 
and dangerous proceeding. In the first 
place, the limit of expense was very 
much reduced, and, in the second place, 
there were a great number of checks as 
to the mode in which these expenses 
should be incurred. The thing that 
created most opposition was the reduc- 
tion of the limit of expenses, which, in 
the first draft of the Bill, was £10, and 
in the Bill now before your Lordships 
was reduced to £5; and a similar reduc- 
tion was made in the travelling expenses. 
Now is it not quite clear that, it having 
been the main point of discussion in the 
House of Commons to get rid of this 
limit, the limit will not last long, 
whether it be in a reduced form or any 
form at all? That limit will very soon 
give way, and, if it is necessary to do 
so, another little one-clause Bill will be 
introduced, which will slip through as 
easily as this one will. Therefore do 
not suppose that the limit is worth any- 
thing at all. The other checks intro- 
duced by the Committee of the House of 
Commons are equally in vain, for they 
will only require alteration in the regula- 
tions. I cannot see that there is any 
reason at all to justify our going on with 
further proceedings of this kind. The 
principle is simple, it is the general 
principle of associating bodies of all kinds 
in order to give them status and the 
position of national and _representa- 
tive institutions, the expenses of 
which are charged upon the public funds, 
and so endow bodies which Parliament 
has constituted as executive bodies with 
quasi-legislative functions. Your Lord- 
ships must know that there is hardly 
an institution which is not pressing for 
similar associations. |The head-masters 
of public schools are pressing for associa- 
tion of this sort, and there are other 
bodies all trying to form themselves 
into associations. The only reason that 
I can assign is the desire for securing 
uniformity of procedure; but do your 
Lordships suppose that this mode of 
conference will produce uniformity of 
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procedure throughout the country; or, 
even if it did so, would your Lordships 
think it desirable that, by methods of 


this sort, the administration of the 
poor law in Lancashire should be 
made absolutely uniform with the 


administration of the poor law in Wilt- 
shire? I always understood that a great 
want about the poor law was its power 
of adaptation to what is wanted in 
any particular district, and anything like 
a rigid uniformity would be very un- 
desirable. However, I do not think 
that the conferences of such associa- 
tions would result in anything like 
uniformity. Even now representatives 
of the poor law unions do confer from 
year to year, only they do not charge 
their expenses on the public. What 
advantage would the public derive from 
these gentlemen coming to London at 
the expense of the public? Their hotel 
bills would be paid, and their other 
amusements no doubt. They would con- 
fer upon the subject of poor laws for a 
certain time before the dinners which 
would be charged upon us. The power 
of conferring exists now, and that power 
is all that they can possibly want. Any- 
thing in the nature of extending the 
power and making these bodies repre- 
sentative would, to my mind, be detri- 
mental to the usefulness of their present 
conferences. I think we should be very 
cautious in allowing this sort of thing, 
the demand for which is increasing from 
year to year. At this late stage of rhe 
Bill it is not possible for me to do more 
than most strongly protest against the 
continuance of this kind of legislation ; 
and I feel convinced that if I could get 
your Lordships to consider this subject 
you would take the view I have taken of 
1t. 
Lorre HAREIS: Perhaps, in courtesy 
to the noble Lord, I ought to say that 
the Local Government Board—although 
this is not a Government  Bill—so far 
approve of the objects of it as to accept 
certain responsibilities under the by-laws 
which govern the conditions under which 
these moneys may be spent, and under 
which these visits to conferences may 
be made by the representatives of the 
boards. The noble Lord has already 
given one very good reason why the 
Local Government Board should have 
taken the line that they have 
done—namely, that Parliament has 
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already shown its approval of the prin- 
ciple by agreeing to the Act of 1890, to 
which the noble Lord referred, empower- 
ing county councils to have an associa- 
tion, to the expenses of which they may 


contribute. There is also a Municipai 
Corporations Association, to which 
boroughs and municipal governing 


bodies are allowed to contribute, so that 
Parliament has actually approved of the 
principle, and therefore I submit that the 
Local Government Board was justified 
in presuming that Parliament would not 
object to the principle being extended 
to boards of guardians; and the Local 
Government Board approve of the prin- 
ciple themselves, because, from their 
own experience of the County Councils 
Association, they find it a very great 
advantage that the county councils 
should have an opportunity of meeting 
and conferring together as to the effect 
that legislation may have upon their 
administration of the affairs placed under 
their charge. Exactly the same advan- 
tages are anticipated from giving similar 
powers to boards of guardians. Parliament 
may decide to legislate, and it is desir- 
able that these bodies should have an 
opportunity of meeting together and con- 
ferring as to whether the proposals of 
Parliament are of such a_ practical 
character as they will be able effectually 
to carry out. As regards the expense, 
it is true that the sum mentioned by 
the noble Lord is correct, but that sum 
is the maximum; it is compulsory that 
£5 and no more shall be subscribed by 
the board, but only as a maximum, and 
it is very possible that it will not be 
such a sum as that that will fall upon 
the rates. The principle has been 
already approved by Parliament, and 
there can be no doubt that the Local 
Government Board was justified in 
anticipating that Parliament would pro- 
ceed upon the same lines with regard 
to this Measure. 


*Eart STANHOPE: I have only one 
word to say. My noble Friend assumed 
that every board of guardians would send 
representatives to this central associa- 
tion. They may, or they may not. 
The subscriptions may be £1 or 10s., but 
in no case will they exceed £5. This 
Association of Poor Law Unions will be 
of great use, and I can speak from 
experience, as I have assisted at former 


Lord Harris. 
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conferences of the same character. J] 
hope your Lordships will agree to confer 
this power now. 


Question put— 
“That the Bill be read a third time.” 


Motion agreed to, and Bill passed. 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. [H.L.] 
Committee of the whole House (which 
stands appointed for this day) put off to 
Thursday next. 


SOLICITORS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN formally moved 
the Third Reading of the Bill. 


Tor LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lorp AsxHpovurne): I cannot 
allow this Bill to be read a third time 
without expressing my pleasure at its 
having reached its final stage, and I look 
forward with a confident hope that it 
will tend to the good government and to 
the real advantage of the profession. 


Question put— 
“That the Bill be read a third time.” 


Motion agreed to, and Bill passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDER IN COUNCIL 
(IRELAND) (LONDONDERRY AND LOUGH 
SWILLY RAILWAY) BILL. 

Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, 
Read the first time; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. [No. 
143.] 
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GREENWICH HOSPITAL BILL. 
To be read the second time to- 
morrow. (The Lord Privy Seal [V. 
Cross].) 
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NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES 
BILL. [H.L.] 

A Bill relating to national monuments 
in churches was presented by the Earl 
of Camperdown; read the first time; 
and to be printed. [No. 144.] 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 


LEYTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL, 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


BOLTON, TURTON 
TON 


AND WESTHOUGH. 
EXTENSION BILL, 


WEY VALLEY WATER BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion: That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
above Bills: viz., E. Grey, V. Falkland, 
L. Ribblesdale (chairman), L. Methuen, 
L. Muncaster ; agreed to; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly. The Com- 
mittee to meet on Monday next, at half 
past Eleven o’clock; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills, 


House adjourned at 7.0. 


{7 Jury 1898} 
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Business. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 7th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair 
Three of the clock. 


at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendment agreed to. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments agreed to. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments agreed to. 


SOUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER 
BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments agreed to. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment. 
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YEOVIL CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 

(Prince of Wales’s Consent, as Duke 
of Cornwall, signified.) Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND STOKE 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Ordered That Standing Order 
CCXLIIT. be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time—/Dr. 
Farquharson.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 

Ordered, That in the case of the Car- 
diff Railway Bill, Standing Orders 
LXXXIV.,  CCXIV., CCXV., = and 
CCXXXIX. be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration, 
provided amended prints shall have 
been previously deposited.—(Dr. Far- 
quharson. ) 


Bill, as amended, considered ac- 
cordingly. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 


CCXXIIT. and CCXLIII. be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read the third 
time.—( Dr. Farquharson.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS BILL, 

(By order) Ordered, That in the case 

of the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 


and Harbours Bill, Standing Orders 
LXXXIV, CCXIV., CCXV., and 


CCXXXIX. be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration, 
provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited.”—(Dr. Farquhar- 
son.) 


Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly. 


{COMMONS} 








Business. 136 


Motion made— 


“That the Bill be recommitted to the 
former Committee.”—(Mr. Patrick O’Brien.) 

“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee that they do insert in the Bill a clause 
or clauses providing that Members of the 
House of Commons may travel free of charge 
over the various systems of railway and 
steamer services affected by this Bill, when 
said Members are going to or returning from 
attendance on their Parliamentary duties.”— 
(Mr. Patrick O Brien.) 

*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : I 
beg to move the Motion which stands in 
my name, to recommit this Bill, and I seek 
to do so for the purpose of instructing 
the Committee— 


“That they do insert in the Bill a clause 
or clauses providing that Members of the 
House of Commons may travel free of charge 
over the various systems of railway and 
steamer services affected by this’ Bill, when 
said Members are going to or returning from 
attendance on their Parliamentary duties.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ii that is the object 
of the Motion, to recommit, I may 
say at once that the Instruction 
will be out of order. The ques- 
tion of Members of the House of 
Commons travelling free of charge is not 
a matter for private Bill legislation— 
that can only be done by public legis- 
lation. If, therefore, that is the object 
of the honourable Gentleman’s Motion, 
he is entirely out of order in moving it. 


*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: As 
you have made that ruling, Sir, 
I may acquaint you with the fact 
that I have the authority of the 


original promoter of this Bill that if it 
passed the House of Commons, he would 
insert such a condition. I take it that 
the companies concerned in this Bill are 
bound by this condition of the original 
promoter as much as they would be bound 
by any other condition which they had 
accepted. I take these grounds that, for 
the first time in my experience, the 
Pritish Treasury is investing in a public 
concern of this description £93,000 of 
public money, and I thought, Sir, that 
that being so, a Member of _ this 


House had the right to ask the Treasury 
to insert a condition enabling Members 
of the House of Commons who travel to 
do a public duty and who spend most of 
their time here, to travel free of charge 
over what I may call the public high- 
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ways of the country. Sir, I am aware 
that this is a novel proposition, but ss 
my honourable Friend said the other 
night, everything is novel which is heard 
for the first time. Free travelling is not 
novel 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman is now discussing 
the merits of his Motion, which I have 
already ruled out of order. I am not 
aware as to what the views of the pro- 
moter were, and if I were that would 
make no difference at all to my ruling, 
neither would the fact of the investment 
of the money by the Treasury at all alter 
my ruling. The Instruction for which 
the honourable Gentleman wishes to re- 
commit the Bill is out of order. 


*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIZN: Of course, 
Sir, I bow to your ruling, but you will 
allow me to give notice that when the 
Treasury comes to this House for power 
to allocate this money, I shall raise this 
question again. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I hope 
I may be allowed to say a few words by. 
way of acknowledgment of the action of 
the Secretary to the Treasury in this 
matter. I think it only right, when a 
great public service has been rendered, 
that a fair acknowledgment of such 
service rendered, as in this case, by the 
Government should be made from these 
benches. 
past to complain of the Treasury—in- 
deed, we have had very strong grounds 
for complaints against the Treasury. But, 
Sir, there never was an occasion on which 
the officials of that institution have come 
forward and rendered such a signal ser- 
vice to the country as they have on this 
occasion by their action with regard to 
this Bill. I do not merely refer to the 
£93,000 of public money which is to be 
invested in this scheme, but I refer to 
the action of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
all through this Bill, and to the help that 
he has given us, both in public and in 
private, to get this very valuable rail- 
way construction scheme piloted through 
the very difficult channels of this House. 
Had it not been for the right honourable 
Gentleman in the first place, I believe 
that this Bill would have been sent up to 
the Lords without there having been 
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this very valuable public inquiry which 
has taken place, and which has occupied 
so much of the time of many Members 
of this House. That Committee, Sir, 
was presided over by a gentleman who 
performed his duties with much dignity, 
and who rendered great service to the 
Bill by his conduct in the chair. The 
right honourable Gentleman. the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury all through has 
taken what I may call an Irish line in 
regard to this Bill. He has rendered, as 
I have said before, to the entire popula- 
tion of Ireland an enormous public ser- 
vice, and on an occasion like this I desire 
to make myself the mouthpiece of the 
expression of feeling which I know pre- 
vails throughout the South of Ireland 
as to his exceedingly commendable action 
in this matter. I only hope, in con- 
clusion, that, as we are now nearing the 
end of the Session, both the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chairman of 
the Committees on the Bill and 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Secretary for the Treasury will use thei 
influence with the House of Lords, so that 
the fortunes of the entire population of 
the south of Ireland are not imperilled 
by the fact of some Standing Order not 
having been rigorously complied with. 
I think we are entitled to ask that the 
House of Lords, in a matter of this im- 
portance, should give some little relaxa- 
tion, if any is needed, in its rules, so as 
to enable this Bill to pass with as little 
delay as possible. 


Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.): I 
quite agree that the hybrid Committee 
which sat ‘upon this Bill have devoted 
a great deal of time and trouble to it, 
and this House is much indebted to 
many of the gentlemen who sat upon the 
Committee, and who showed such a grasp 
of the very intricate details of this Bill. 
Many of them were, of course, well 
acquainted with the locality, and were 
able to give the benefit of their local 
knowledge to those Members who were 
not possessed of such local knowledge. 
With regard to the action of the right 


honourable Gentleman opposite, the 
Secretary to the Treasury, we can- 
not forget that the promoters of 
this Bill offered to relieve the 
county of Waterford altogether of 


the tax of £14,000 a year which hey 
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now spend; but the company have only 
been called upon to relieve us to the ex- 
tent of £7,000. True, we get another 
£3,000 by means of the operation »f the 
Local Government Bill ;. but even with 
that we are still left with a charge of 
£3,000 a year in the county and city of 
Waterford. We maintain that we were 
never allowed to avail ourselves of the 
legislation which helped other people— 
I refer to the light railways, and the 
assistance which they got towards the 
dividends on their capital. I say. that 
when the remission was made it should 
have been made more in our favour thun 
it has been, because, speaking broaclly, 
I am quite sure that the £4,000 a year 
which we still have to pay will go largely 
to the advantage of other people. Speak- 
ing of the Bill as a whole, I think we 
may say that we welcome the advent cf 
the Great Western, although, for my own 
part, I wish that company had come in 
better companionship, but, having 
selected their own companion, we, of 
course, must be satisfied with them ; and 
we are grateful to the hybrid Com- 
mittee for inserting that provision which 
makes it necessary that there should be 
four members of the board of the Great 
Western Company upon the board of 
this company, as against three members 
of the board of the Great Southern and 
Western Company. Now, Sir, I will not 
detain the House longer on this subject, 
but I wish to point out to the House, 
although it is probably aware of the fact— 
at any rate, the members of the Commit- 
tee who sat upon this Bill will be aware 
of it—that from all parts of Ireland com- 
plaints were received as to the treatment 
which the traders and passengers using 
the Great Southern and Western line 
had to submit to from that company. I 
have in my mind a case in point which 
will, to some extent, indicate the policy 
A relative of 
Kingsbridge 
was a 


pursued by this company. 
mine travelling to 
one last year. It 
wretchedly cold day in February, and 
my friend was travelling third class ; and 
when the porter in charge of the foot- 
came round, to friend’s 
astonishment, he ceased putting foot- 
Mr. P. J. Power. 


was 
morning 


warmers my 
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warmers in—no foot-warmers were put 
in the third-class carriages for the use cf 
the third-class passengers. He asked 
whether it was by the order of the direc- 
tors that he did not place foot-warmers 
in the third-class carriages, and he said 
it was. He was offered a little gratuity 
for the use of a foot-warmer, but he re. 
fused it, saying that he could not accept 
it, because if he did so and placed a foot- 
warmer in a third-class carriage he would 
be dismissed. He said, if you want a 
foot-warmer you will have to apply to 
the station-master. Of course, he was 
only performing his duties in accordance 
with the orders of his directors, but my 
friend did not consider that he oughi t» 
have to go to the station-master and beg 
for the use of a foot-warmer. I submit 
with every confidence that everyone who 
knows anything about traveiling in this 
country would consider it a monstrous 
and unheard of thing if a third-class pas- 
senger, because he was a third-class pas- 
senger, were denied the use of a foot- 
warmer. No doubt it is a small thing, 
but, as I said, it indicates to some extent 
the spirit animates the Gret 
Southern and Western Railway, and I 
trust that this proposed joint board, con- 
sisting of directors of the Great Western 
Railway and the Great Southern and 
Western Railway, when they come to 
manage this new line, will show a little 
more reasonable spirit to the traders and 
passengers who will avail themselves of 
the line. I quite agree that when this 
line is made it will be found to be a great 
advantage, and, with the qualification I 
first indicated—namely, that the com- 
pany should be held to their original 
proposal to remit the whole of the 
£14,000 a year to the county and city of 
Waterford—I cordially approve of the 
Bill. 


which 





Motion made— 


“That Standing Orders CCXXIIH. ind 
CCXLIII. be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read a third time.”—(Dr. Farqu 
harson. ) 


(Queen’s Consent signified.) Bill ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 











141 Returns, 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 

out Amendment. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


LAND CHARGES BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the first time: to be read 

second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 290.] 


2 


PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: 
Congresbury ; to lie upon the Table. 
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PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Against: From Cupar; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Reports, ete. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


In favour: From Durham (4); to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE- 
MENT AT 65). 


Return [presented 6th July] to be 
printed, [No. 279.] 
TRAWLER NZLLIE. 
Return [presented 6th July] to be 


printed. [No. 280.] 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868. 

Copy presented of Report of the Board 
of Trade under Part III. of the Act. 
Orders for Fishery Grants, 1897-8 [by 
Act]; to iie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 281.] 


ARMY (PRELIMINARY RETURN). 

Copy presented of Preliminary Return 
of the British Army for 1897, with Ab- 
stracts, etc. [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICE (CANDIDATES). 
Return presented relative thereto 
{ordered 17th May; Mr. Provand]; to 
lie upon the Tahle. 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. 

Copy ordered “of Memorandum 
stating the Nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders in- 
cluded in the Tramways Orders Confir- 
mation (No. 3) Bill.’"—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


to lie 
printed. 


Copy presented accordingly ; 
upon the Table, and to be 
[No. 282.] 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Copy ordered “of Memorandum 
stating the Nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders in- 
cluded in the Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill.”"—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 283.] 


RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon 
Table, and to be printed. 


the 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Reported [Provisional Orders con 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table ; 
Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). 

Return ordered “of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, 
showing the amount of Capital autho- 
rised, paid up, and expended ; the lengch 
of Tramway authorised, and the length 
open for the public conveyance of pas- 
sengers, down to the 30th day of June, 
1898; the gross Receipts, working Ex- 
penditure, and net Receipts ; the number 
of Passengers conveyed and the number 
of miles run by Cars during the year 
ending the 30th day of June, 1898; to- 
gether with the number of Horses, 
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Engines, and Cars at that date (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No 
375 of Session 1897)."—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL, 


Amendments to— 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
[H.L. 


SHERINGHAM GAS AND WATER BILL. 
(H.L.] 


without Amendment. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 
CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILi, 
with Amendments. 


ALIENS BILL. [H.L.] 
That they have passed a Bill intituwled 
“An Act to regulate the immigration c! 
aliens.” 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made br 
the Board of Trade, under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, re- 
lating to Broughton-in-Furness Water, 
Hayling Water, Portsmouth Water, Ross 
Water, Saint Neot’s Water, and Wrex- 
ham Water.” 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act to coa- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Tramw ays 
Act, 1870, relating to Carlisle Tramways, 
Hartlepool Tramways, and City of Ox- 
ford and District Tramways.” 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the General 
Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to 
Colwyn Bay, Macduff, Medina River, 
Portsmouth Camber Quays, and South- 
wold.” 


Trish Pig-rearing 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 

And also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
authorise the improvement of the exist- 
ing harbour and the construction of a 
dock at Seaham Harbour, in the county 
of Durham, and works connected there- 
with ; and for other purposes.” 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L.] 
Read the first time; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 291.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the first time; Referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 292.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 293.] 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


VOL. LXI. [FourtH Serigs. ] 


{7 Jury 1898} 





Industry. 146 


FLOODS PREVENTION BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 294.] 


NEW BILL. 


ISLE OF MAN CUSTOMS, 


Bill to amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man; 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Han- 
bury and Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
uer. 

Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed, 
[Bill 295.] 


QUESTIONS. 


—— 


IRISH PIG-REARING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he is aware that in parts 
of England, Scotland, and Wales rules 
exist preventing the people from keeping 
Irish-reared pigs for fattening purposes, 
and that the enforcement in Great 
Britain of the rules referred to causes a 
serious loss to Irish farmers by keeping 
the price of store pigs and suckers much 
below their value; whether he is also 
aware that several pig-dealers have been 
fined in Great Britain for selling Irish-bred 
pigs intended to be kept for the purpose 
of fattening ; and whether he will direct 
that in future Irish-reared pigs, if sound, 
may be sold for any purpose and in every 
market in Great Britain?! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Long, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): Local authorities in 
Great Britain have in some instances cen- 
sidered it necessary to make regulations 
prohibiting or regulating the movement 
of swine from Ireland with a view to 
safeguard their districts against the 
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introduction of disease, and I _ be-| said to have been given by his prede- 
lieve that in some cases pig-|cessors, All Postmasters General have 
dealers have been fined for breach} reserved to themselves the right to 
of those regulations. I could not| transfer officers when they deemed it 


properly withdraw from local authori- 
ties the discretionary powers which they 
possess to thus protect themselves, but 
I should, of course, bring under their 
notice any representations made to me 
cn the subject. 


FEMALE TELEGRAPHISTS AT CORK. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.), on be- 
half of the honourable Member for Cork 
[Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien}: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that there are five female tele- 
graphists in the Cork telegraph office, 
employed in a temporary capacity for 
five years and over, who have obtained 
Civil Service certificates, passed the 
medical examination, and have served as 
acting telegraphists ; will he explain why, 
although vacancies have _ recently 
occurred, these females have not been 
placed on the establishment, owing to 
transfers from outside stations; and, i» 
view of the undertaking given by former 
Postmasters General that the interests oi 
local officers would not be interfered with 
by transferees, whether steps will be 
taken to have the present female tenr- 
porary staff placed on the establishment 
before any further transfers are sanc- 
tioned ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tTHa 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanevry, Pres- 
ton): There appears to be only one 
female telegraphist who has been tem- 
porarily employed for five years, although 
there are five others who have been em- 
ployed for about four years. There has 
been only one recent transfer, on the 
female side, to the Cork office, and even 
that case was really one of exchange. A 
Cork telegraphist applied for transfer to 
Mallow, and by sending to Cork the 
officer intended for the Mallow vacancy 
it was possible to meet her wish. The 
officer who had been selected for Mallow 
had lost her former situation through a 
revision, and it was necessary to find 
another place for her The Postmaster 


General does not recall the undertaking 
President of Board of Agriculture. 





necessary or expedient to do so. 


WAIMA INCIDENT. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): Ibeg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the general nego- 
tiations which included the question of 
compensation in respect of the British 
officers and men killed at Waima have yet 
been completed; and whether he is in 
a position to state what the compensation 
proposed by the French Government may 


be? 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): I 
stated in reply to a Question on the same 
subject on June 28th that the general 
negotiations, in which the case of Waima, 
with several others, is included, were now 
about to be resumed, the Niger negotia- 
tions having terminated. The answer 
therefore to both Questions of the honour 
able Member is in the negative. 


BRITISH TRADE WITH MADAGASCAR. 

Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): [ 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether it has come 
to his knowledge that the French Gover- 
ment have lately prohibited the natives 
of Madagascar from trading in certain 
kinds of calico with English firms; and 
whether any representations have been 
made to the French Government on the 
matter? 


Mr. CURZON: The answer to the 
honourable Member’s Question was con- 
tained in a reply which I gave to a Ques- 
tion on the same subject on Tuesday. 
The notice issued by the French Govern- 
ment contained a strong recommendation 
of French, but not a prohibition of British 
goods. 
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TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN 
IRELAND. 


Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any steps are being 
taken by the Commissioners of National 
Education with the object of providing 
technical instruction in Irish National 
schools ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, Central) : 
The final Report of the Commission on 
manual and practical instruction in 
primary schools under the Board of 
National Education in Ireland was laid 
on the Table of the House on Tuesday 
last, and was received by the Board to- 
day. Obviously, the Board will have to 
take the Report into consideration be- 
fore taking any steps in the direction 
suggested in the Question. 


RAILWAY LEVEL CROSSINGS IN 
COUNTY MONAGHAN. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he 1s 
aware that the county of Monaghan 
grand jury on Saturday last passed a 
resolution condemning the action of the 
Great Northern Railway Company (Ire- 
land) for keeping the gates on level cross- 
ings too long closed, and thereby causing 
delay and inconvenience to the public ; 
whether he is aware that the Great 
Northern Railway Company shunt trains 
over a level crossing at Castleblaney, 
which causes great delay to people enter- 
ing or leaving the town with vehicles ; 
whether he can state if the Great 
Northern Railway Company are acting 
legally in shunting trains over level cross- 
ings ; and whether he will take any steps 
in the matter? 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade has he seen a resolution 
of the Monaghan grand jury, passed on 
Saturday last, condemnatory of the incon- 
venience caused to the public by level 
crossing gates on the Great Northern 
Railway (Ireland) being kept closed 
sometimes for so lone as 25 minutes; 
and will he use his opportunities to put 
a stop to this practice? 
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THe PRESIDENT or tne BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnre, Croydon) : 
The Board of Trade have received a copy 
of the resolution referred to. The law 
governing shunting of trains over level 
crossings is contained in section 5 of the 
Railway Clauses Act, 1863, and only 
applies to crossings authorised after the 
passing of that Act. As I understand it 
the Castleblaney crossing was authorised 
as far back as 1845, and the Statute 
would not therefore seem to apply. In 
cases governed by the Act. it is open to 
parties aggrieved to take proceedings. 
The Board of Trade do not prosecute, but 
if the honourable Members desire to 
furnish the Department with cases in 
which there is shunting over crossings to 
which the Act applies, I shall be happy 
to direct the attention of the company to 
the complaint. As the honourable Mem- 
bers are no doubt aware, a footbridge has 
been erected, or is in course of erection, 
at Castleblaney. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Has the 
Board of Trade any power to compel a 
railway company to allow a level cross- 
ing to be erected across their line? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: What? To compel them to 
allow a level crossing to be “erected”? 


Mr. FLAVIN: “Constructed,” if you 


wish. 


[No Reply.] 


REINSTATEMENT OF EVICTED 
TENANTS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland. whether he will state 
how many separate applications and now 
many joint applications have been made 
under section 47 of the Land Act of 
1896 ; what have been the results in the 
case of the separate applications and in 
the case of the joint applications; and 
how many tenants have been reinstated 
in their holdings under section 47? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 533 appli- 
cations were received by the Irish Land 
Commission under section 47 of the Act 
of 1896 ; 506 of these were made by the 
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1st Battalion 


former tenants alone, and in 27 cases 
the applications were joint applications 
within the meaning of the Statute. Of 
the 506 applications referred to, 112 were 
refused by the Commission, as the appli- 
cations did not come within the pro- 
visions of the Statute; 10 were with- 
drawn; and in the remaining 384 cases 
the landlords objected to the proceedings, 
and the Commissioners were therefore 
unable to take any further steps on the 
applications. Of the 27 joint applications 
20 were either dismissed or refused by 
the Commissioners, one was withdrawn, in 
two the sales have been completed, and the 
holdings have been vested in the former 
tenants, while four cases are still pending. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I understand that 
only two tenants have been reinstated by 
the operation of the clause? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: At present 
that is so. 


BULLETS FOR THE KHARTOUM 
EXPEDITION. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
a special bullet has been manufactured 


to be used by the British troops in the } 


Khartoum expedition; if so, on what 
grounds has it been found necessary to 
supply the troops with a special bullet ; 
and whether the War Office has had any 
medical report as to the effect of the 
bullet on animals befcre allowing it to 
be used in war? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 rue 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powetn Witiiams, 
Birmingham, 8.): No special bullet has 
been manufactured for use in Egypt. The 
bullet sent is that which has been 
adopted for general use in the Army after 
‘xperiment and medical report. 


i 
« Mr. MacNEILL: Is that the dum-duin 
qullet ? 


* Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: No, Sir, 


-t is not. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Leinster Regiment. 
CUSTOMS BOATMEN. 


Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, in view of the proposed 
reduction of boatmen in Her Majesty’s 
Customs, the Treasury will advise the 
Board to add five years to the term of the 
old boatmen who have been over 30 years 
in the service, and are over 50 years of 
age, as the superannuation is so small for 
these officers under the present rules? 


Mr. HANBURY: Under section 7 of 
the Superannuation Act, 1859, the deci- 
sion whether 
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any term of years 
shall be added to the period 
of service, for superannuation  pur- 
poses, of an officer retiring through 


abolition of office rests, not with the head 
of his Department, but with the Trea- 
sury. Since the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Civil Establishments the 
Treasury have limited the exercise of 
their powers under that section to cases 
in which certain conditions are fulfilled, 
chiefly in regard to the amount of saving 
to be effected by the change of organisa- 
tion in view. The reductions in the num- 
ber of Customs boatmen have already 
been effected to a considerable extent 
without any occasion arising for the 
application of that section. So far as can 
be seen at present, the remainder of the 
contemplated reductions may admit of 
being carried out without need for re- 
course to exceptional measures. 


lst BATTALION PRINCE OF WALES’ 
OWN LEINSTER REGIMENT. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER — (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, in view of the 
great satisfaction felt in Canada at the 
return of the 100th Royal Canadian Regi- 
ment, and of the refusal of any Canadian 
public body or individual to recognise 
the regiment by its recently conferred 
War Office title, the War Office will re- 
store its old and famous number and 
name to the battalion known as “The 
Ist Battalion Prince of Wales’ Own Lein- 
ster Regiment”; and whether he will 
state what connection, if any, has ever 
existed between the 100th Regiment and 
the province of Leinster, or between the 
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100th Regiment and the 109th Bombay 
Infantry, now styled by the War Office 
“The 2nd Battalion Prince of Wales’ 
Leinster Regiment” (Royal Canadians)! 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Sr. Joxun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The question 
of the regiment’s title will be con- 
sidered when the results of steps now 
being taken to enlist men in Canada are 
apparent. The 100th and 109th Regi- 
ments have been linked together as the 
Leinster Regiment since 1881, but there 
was no previous connection. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: May I ask 
the right honourable Gentleman whether 
he is aware that since this question has 
been raised it has transpired that enlist- 
ment in Canada is at a great disadvan- 
tage in consequence of the change of 
title? Does he know men will not enlist 
unless the word “Canada” is restored? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is obviously un- 
wise to create a title unless there is 
some sort of connection between it and 
the place whence the regiment springs. 
It is necessary, to justify the suggested 
change, that there should be some dis- 
position shown to recruit the regiment in 
Canada. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Is the War 
Office aware of the long debate which 
took place in the Dominion Senate 
on: 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is now arguing on 
the Question. 





RED SEA LIGHTS. 


Mr. C. McARTHUR (Liverpool, 
Exchange): 1 beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether answers have yet been received 
to the proposals for the better lighting 
of the Red Sea which he recently stated 
had been made to the maritime Powers! 


Mr. CURZON: Answers have been re- 
ceived, but the matter is still under dis- 
cussion with certain of the Powers; and 
Her Majesty’s Government are at the 
present moment awaiting a reply to 4 
communication which was addressed by 
them to the French Government on the 
subject in April last. 
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WORMWOOD SCRUBBS. 

Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, with reference to a letter from the 
War Department, dated 23rd May, 1898, 
to the London County Council, refusing 
them permission, as asked in a letter of 
the 10th of the same month, to make 
up and gravel an existing path across 
Wormwood Scrubbs ; whether, referring 
to the Wormwood Scrubbs Act, 1879, 
and more particularly to sections 3 and 4 
thereof, he can state the reasons of that 
refusal; and whether the Secretary of 
State will refer the matter to arbitration, 
as provided by section 4 of the said Act! 


Mr. BRODRICK: This question has 
been constantly under review by the War 
Department at the instance of those 
locally interested. Wormwood Scrubbs 
was obtained by public money for the 
purpose primarily of furnishing an exer- 
cising ground for the troops in the metro 
polis, and especially for the Household 
Cavalry, and it is clearly laid down in the 
Act that any rights of use conferred upon 
the inhabitants of the metropolis are to 
be subjected to the above condition. There 
is no right of way across the Scrubbs, 
and the substitution of a gravelled path 
for the track which the public is now 
allowed to use when troops are not on the 
ground would seriously diminish the 
value of the only exercising ground for 
cavalry in the neighbourhood of London. 
The Secretary of State has, however, 
offered an alternative route somewhat 
longer but comparatively free from mili- 
tary disadvantages. The Secretary of 
State does not admit that the proposal of 
the London County Council, which is 
opposed to the main provisions of the trust, 
is one which ought to be referred to 
arbitration under clause 4 of the Act. 


AND BALLYCONNELL 
DRAINAGE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that petitions have 
been recently presented by a number of 
the inhabitants of the districts around 
Belturbet and Ballyconnell, praying for 
steps to be taken to have the district pro- 
perly drained ; and whether any s'ojs in 
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Mataafa, the 


this direction will be taken before winter 
sets in? 


Mr. HANBURY: The drainage dis- 
trict is in the hands of trustees appointed 
under the Act 5 and 6 Vict., cap. 89, 
whose duty it is to maintain the works 
and to assess and collect the necessary 
maintenance rate. In case of default on 
their part, the Board of Works have 
power to carry out the necessary works, 
and to charge the cost upon the district. 
Complaints having been received as to 
the condition of the works, the Board’s 
engineer inspected the district, and the 
Board called upon the trustees to remedy 
the defects. The matter was considered 
by the trustees at a meeting on the 12th 
May last, and they ordered a levy of 
£400, but as the Board’s engineer esti- 
mated that it would take a very much 
larger sum to put the district into a 
proper condition the Board wrote to 
that body on the 28th May that if more 
strenuous efforts were not made within a 
reasonable time to put the district into 
proper repair they would be compelled 
to carry out the works themselves. No 
reply having been received to this letter, 
the Board on the 29th ultimo wrote that 
unless a satisfactory answer was received 
within ten days from that date they 
would exercise the statutory powers as to 
maintenance. 


ANNALY ESTATE, COUNTY 
LONGFORD. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
proceedings for sale of the Annaly estate, 
in county Longford, are not yet com- 
pleted, notwithstanding the frequent 
promises of the legal agent having car- 
riage of sale; and whether anything can 
be done to remove the deadlock which 
seems to have arisen in that matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Regis- 
trar of the Land Judge’s Court states that 
the proposal of the Land Commission to 
purchase this estate came before the 
court on Tuesday last, and was adjourned 
until the 13th instant, when, I under- 
stand, there is every probability the 
matter will be closed. 


Mr. J.P. Farrell. 
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TREATMENT OF IMBECILE CHILDREN. 

Sir M. BHOWNAGGREE (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if he 
is aware that cn account of insufficient 
accommodation for imbecile children 
suffering from epilepsy, the guardians of 
the parish of St. Matthew, Bethnal Green, 
were recently obliged to admit au imbe- 
ciie child so afHictcd into a private luna- 
tic asylum; that the Middiesex Couniy 
Asylum on beiag applied to previously 
had refused to receive this case owing to 
the over-crowded state of that asylum; 
and, if so, whether it is intended to tak2 
any immediate steps with a view to pro- 
vide sufficient accommodation for such 
cases } 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr T. W. 
Russe.i, Tyrone, 8.): I have made in- 
quiry in this matter, and learn that th> 
boy referred to is 8 years of age, that 
he was formerly an inmate of the 
Darenth Asylum, but was removed by his 
parents, and that when subsequently ad- 
mitted to the Bethnal Green Workhouse 
the guardians found a difficulty in ob- 
taining accommodation for him either at 
the asylums of the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board or of the Asylums Committee of 
the London County Council, and he has 
been sent to the Hoxton Licensed House. 
The managers of the Metropolitan Asy- 
lum District are considering the questioa 
of additional provision, and I understand 
that the London County Council are pro- 
viding additional asylum accommodation. 


MATAAFA, THE SAMOAN EXILE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State fer 
Foreign Affairs, what is the latest Con- 
sular Report in reference to the exiled 
Samoan Chief Mataafa; and whether Her 
Majesty's Government still refuse to fer- 
mit his return notwithstanding that the 
other Governments concerned, the United 
States and Germany, have expressed their 
willingness to terminate his exile? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, the German Government, and the 
United States Government have all 
agreed to the return, under certain condi- 
tions, of the Chief Mataafa to Samoa. 
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MULLINGAR BARRACKS. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, can he state, approximately, the 
date on which the barracks at Mullingar 
will be reoccupied by troops! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The _ barracks at 
Mullingar will probably be reoceupied in 
the autumn after the drill season is over. 


CIVIC ELECTIONS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. .FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1 
beg to ask the Attorney General for Ire- 
land under what section or clause of the 
Local Government Bill it is proposed to 
fix the date of the election of mayors and 
sheriffs in boroughs? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxryson, Londonderry, N.) : 
These dates are fixed under the Amend- 
ment put down by the Government tu 
clause 67 of the Local Government Bill. 


PROMOTION IN THE RB.I.C. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
although by rule 4 of the Circular of 17th 
January, 1895, head constables are 
eligible to compete for promotion to the 
rank of district inspector at special 
examinations if over 42 years of age, 
discontent prevails among them at the 
narrow limits of age ; are there about 20 
“P” head constables over 42, and is 
such number certain to increase yearly ; 
and are men who could not pass these 
examinations eligible for promotion up to 
- 48 by means of a qualifying examination ; 
has he observed that only about ten head 
constables competed within the past two 
years, and that four failed two or three 
times; and, in view of the desirability 
of securing a larger range of choice, will 
rule 4 be modified and the age raised to 
48 for all head constables who are physi- 
cally fit? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Under sec- 
tion 4 of the Circular mentioned head 
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constables, not exceeding the age of 42 
years, can obtain promotion to the rank 
of district inspector by competitive 
examination. Those who merely pass a 
qualifying examination are eligible, under 
the general regulations, for promotion to 
that rank up to 48 years of age. This 
arrangement, which affords to young and 
clever men under 42 a better chance of 
promotion, is, it is believed, satisfactory 
to the force generally, though individuals 
who have failed and are now over 42 
years of age may be dissatisfied with the 
arrangement. Fourteen head constables 
over 42 hold what is known as the P 
qualification ; and it is possible that this 
number will be augmented in future. The 
answer to the third and fourth pare- 
graphs is in the affirmative. It would be 
contrary to the intention of the Circular 
of January, 1895, to extend the limit of 
age as suggested, the object of the Circu- 
lar being to afford men under 42 a better 
opportunity of promotion. Moreover, as 
I have already pointed out, all head con- 
stables are eligible for promotion up to 
48 by means of qualifying examination. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would it be fair 
to treat the competitive examination as 
equivalent to the qualifying examination! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
quite follow the honourable Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: A man who passes 
only the qualifying examination has a 
right to become a sub-inspector up to 
48 years of age, but he who passes the 
competitive examination loses the right 
after 42 years of age. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, I think 
that is an error. The right continues up 
to 48 years of age in every case. The 
right ceases at 42 only in consequence of 
non-success in the competitive examina- 
tion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why should not 
the competitive examination, which is 
the more severe, qualify a man up to 48 
years of age! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Th 
is to give a special opportunity | 
paratively young men to obtain »romo- 
tion if they can show they are sp 
qualified by the competitive examina ion 


object 


coi. 


ially 
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Although promotion by competitive 
examination ceases after 42 years of age, 
it still continues by means of the quali- 
fying examination. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
portant matter. 
estimates. 


This is an im- 
I will raise it on the 


LOANS FOR TECHNICAL AND INDUS- 
TRIAL INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Attorney 
General for Ireland whether he can state 
under what Act and section thereof money 
can be obtained by local authorities to 
provide technical and industrial institu- 
tions ; whether he is aware that the Locai 
Government Board recently refused to ad- 
vance a loan to the Blackrock Commis- 
sioners for the purpose of building a tech- 
nical and industrial institution; and 
whether facilities will be granted under 
the Local Government Bill to enable the 
erection and maintenance of technical 
and industrial institutions? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The enactment re- 
ferred to in the first paragraph is the 
first section of the Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889. Iam aware of the matter men- 
tioned in the second paragraph, but since 
then the board have been advised that 
they have power to make such an advance, 
and the Commissioners will be so in- 
formed. No provision need, therefore, 
be made enabling the Local Government 
Board to deal with the matter. 


FEMALE RATE COLLECTORS. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Clogher Board of 
Guardians have appointed as rate collec- 
tor Anne Magill, whose qualifications 
satisfied the board; whether the Irish 
Local Government Board refuse to sanc- 
tion this appointment solely on the 
ground of sex, and propose to appoint a 
man instead ; and whether several prece- 
dents for such an appointment as that 
made by the Clogher Board of Guar- 
dians already exist in England? In 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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putting the Question I should like further 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
if he is aware that this lady has acted 
for five years, and that there are several 
lady collectors in England at the present 
time? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
that is the case, but the conditions in 
England and Ireland are not the same. 
As I am making inquiries I will ask my 
honourable Friend to postpone the Ques- 
tion till Tuesday. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I am sorry to 
say, Sir, I cannot put it that day, as on 
the 12th July I shall be in Ireland. 


LABOUR IMMIGRATION INTO ASSAM. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can now furnish Mem- 
bers with copies of the Triennial Report 
on Labour Immigration into Assam, 
which he received in March, 1897, but 
which has been withheld from the public 
until the India Office had received the 
comments of the Government of India 
and the local government upon it? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Georce Hamitron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): No. The matter still stands 
as it was when I gave my answer to the 
honourable Member on the 9th May last. 


Mr. SCHWANN: There will not be 
much chance of debating the matter at 
the end of the Session. 


NIGER CONVENTION. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether maps are in course of 
preparation showing the delimitations of 
territory made by the recent Niger Con- 
vention between England and France, 
and whether any such map will be issued 
as a Parliamentary Paper in view of the 
commercial interests such territorial 
arrangements afiect; and is he aware 
that in the Royal Geographical Society's 
Journal for July there is a map of Raven- 
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stein’s showing the northernmost limit of 
British territory as 11° 20’, and a similar 
map is issued in the journal, Le Z’our du 


Monde, No. 27, of 2nd July? 


Mr. CURZON: A map will be pre- 
sented with the Convention in the Treaty 
series. The honourable Member must 
have been misinformed as to the map in 
the Geographical Journal to which he 
alludes, for on looking at it I find that 
the northernmost limit of British territory 
is not drawn at 11° 20’, which would have 
been incorrect, but is drawn at the dis- 
tance of 50 miles to the north of Sokoto, 
and somewhat to the north of the 14th 
parallel, which is correct. I cannot speak 
for the map in the Zour du Monde, 
which I have not seen. 


CLONES MAILS. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that the late acceleration of 
mails from Dundalk has conferred no 
benefit upon the people of Clones, as the 
letters are delayed two hours after their 
arrival in the Clones post office, and are 
not delivered till commercial and other 
gentlemen have had to leave by train 
for their day’s business ; and will he take 
steps to remedy the grievance complained 
of without delay? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is aware that there is at present 
no delivery of letters by postmen at 
Clones immediately following the arrival 
of the mails from Dundalk, which have 
recently been accelerated. The question 
of readjusting the deliveries at Clones is, 
however, under consideration. 


BONDED STORES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state how many 
bonded stores are in county Armagh, 
how many in county Louth, how many in 
county Tyrone, and how many in county 
Monaghan ; and, if there is nu bonded 
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store in county Monaghan for the con- 
venience of the merchants and traders 
of that county, will he cause one to be 
established ? 


Mr. HANBURY : There are three bonded 
stores in county Armagh, 11 in county 
Louth, six in county Tyrone, and none 
in county Monaghan. For some years 
past it has been the policy of the Govern- 
ment to refrain from extending the num- 
ber of small warehouses, and to concen- 
trate the bonding business in large 
centres of trade and population. A bonded 
store could not be established in county 
Monaghan without departing from that 
policy ; and there is the less reason for 
such a departure, as the people requiring 
bonding facilities in county Monaghan 
are very few, and they already have ware- 
houses within reasonable distance. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE, 


Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
give any information in reference to the 
present position of the Brussels Confer- 
ence on the question of sugar bounties! 


Mr. CURZON: The present situation 
is clearly explained in the Report from 
the British delegates at the recent Cou- 
ference, which is now in the printers’ 
hands, and will very shortly be presented. 
The honourable Member will find therein 
the information that he desires. 


PILLAR BOX REPAIRS AT WREXHAM. 


Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the pillar box 
at the corner of Rhosddu and Grosvenor 
Roads, Wrexham, was recently closed to 
public use for five weeks for the execu- 
tion of some small repair; and that, 
although the necessary work might have 
been done locally in a few hours, the defee- 
tive portion of the box was sent to Shrews- 
bury for repair; and whether in future 
some course will be adopted which would 
prevent such public inconvenience? 
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Brothers 


Mr. HANBURY: It is true that tbe 
letter box in question was closed to 
public use while the aperture plate, which 
was broken, was sent to the makers for 
repair, and I am afrafd that there was 
some unnecessary delay in returning it. 
I can only express regret for the incon- 
venience so occasioned. It is not neces- 
sary, however, to change the present sys- 
tem, which admits of repair being made 
locally when practicable. 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN FUTURES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Board of Trade has considered the advisa- 
bility of arranging an _ international 
governmental conference with a view to 
prevent corners in food stuffs; and 
whether the systematic gamblings in 
futures and corn options carried on by 
combined operators in the principal ex- 
changes of the world may be modified or 
counteracted by united co-operative 
governmental action to protect the pro- 
ducer and consumer ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or rHe BOARD oF 
TRADE: I have answered the honour- 
able Gentleman many similar questions. 
May I ask him to accept from me this, 
that I do not propose to take any steps 
towards such an international conference 
as the honourable Member suggests. I do 
not consider that combined State action 
for moderating or counteracting the 
operations referred to would have any 
useful result. 


CARRICKMACROSS MAILS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the improved 
mail arrangements from Dundalk to 
Enniskillen recently made will also bene- 
fit Carrickmacross, Castleblaney, and 
Ballybay ; and, if not, will he explain 
why? 


Mr. HANBURY: The accelerated day 
mail train from Dundalk to Enniskillen 
is to call at Castleblaney and Ballybay, 
but whether the postmen’s delivery 
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should be made at once or wait, as before, 
for the arrival of the Scotch letters, is 
a matter which is being considered. In 
any case callers will be able to obtain 
their English letters earlier. Carrickma- 
cross is not upon the main line, but upon 
one of the branches, and the railway com- 
pany have not yet finally determined 
what the arrangements for the branch 
lines are to be. 


ENNISKILLEN POST OFFICE. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
a site has yet been procured for the 
new post office in Enniskillen; if so, 
where, and when does the, Department 
purpose to proceed with the, work? 


Mr. HANBURY: The purchase of the 
old Presbyterian church, with two small 
houses in front, in East Bridge Street, 
Enniskillen, as a site for a new post office, 
has been authorised, and the necessary 
legal arrangements are now in progress. 
Until the conveyance is completed it is 
impossible to state when the buildings 
will be begun. 


Mr. JORDAN: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman say if it wiil be before 
the end of the financial year! 


Mr. HANBURY: I should think so. 


BROTHERS NATU. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I bee to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
the movable property of the brothers 
Natu has not yet been all restored to 
them ; whether he will cause it now to be 
restored without further delay; and 
whether he will grant them compensation 
on account of the illegal detention of their 
property for so many months! 

THe SECRETARY 


or STATE For 


INDIA: I have no information regarding 
the details to which the first Question 
refers, but if any part of the property 
has been illegally attached it must neces- 
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sarily be restored; and I am confident 
that quite apart from any legal remedies 
open to the Natu brothers, the Govern- 
ment of Bombay will give full and prompt 
consideration to any representations made 
to them on the subject. 


FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE MORAY 
FIRTH. 

Str W. WEDDERBURN: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, pending negotiations 
with the North Sea Powers for the inter- 
national regulation of the North Sea 
fisheries, he will, looking to the strained 
relations now existing among the different 
classes of fishermen, consider the pro- 
priety of arranging with those Powers 
for the temporary suspension of all trawl- 
ing in the Moray Firth? 


Mr. CURZON: However desirable 
such a prospect might be, Her Majesty s 
Government see no likelihood of being 
able to persuade the North Sea Powers 
to forego their rights of fishing outside 
the territorial limit in Scottish waters. 


RECRUITING STATISTICS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he will inform the House of the 
number of recruits enlisted during the 
three months ending 30th June, specify- 
ing how many are specials for height or 
physique, and comparing these numbers 
with similar figures for the same three 
months of last year, and, if possible, 
giving the number of infantry recruits 
joining the territorial regiments of the 
districts to which they belong and the 
numbers not doing so; and if he will 
state the number of reservists in each of 
the three arms who have rejoined during 
this period of this year? 


Mr. BRODRICK : It is too soon after 
the close of the quarter for all these 
figures to be available. If the Question 
is repeated a week hence, I hope to be 
able to answer it. 
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INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he will inquire from the Govern- 
ment of India whether any and, if so, 
what proposals or recommendations have 
been made as to prolonging the period 
of Indian Medical Service officers in pria- 
cipal medical officers’ offices to enable 
them to acquire a sufficient knowledge cf 
military duties before their promotion to 
administrative military appointments 
after long years of employment in 
civil medical billets? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror INDIA: The Government of India 
would forward to me any recommenda- 
tions they considered necessary or likeiv 
to improve the general efficiency of the 
Medical Service, and I see no reason four 
making the inquiry suggested. 


ARMY MEDICAL STAFF. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War what 
is the exact strength of Army medical 
officers required for two army corps, this 
strength to include the number of Army 
surgeons of all ranks required on the staff 
for bearer companies, for field, stationary, 
and general hospitals, and hospitals on 
the line of communications? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Two army corps 
would require 226 medical officers, in- 
cluding administrative ranks; but this 
does not include the line of communica- 
tions. The stationary and general hospi- 
tals would form a part of the line of com- 
munications. A stationary hospital of 
100 beds has four medical officers, and 
a general hospital of 520 beds has 20. 
The number of these hospitals would de- 
pend on the length of the line, the climate, 
and the nature of the campaign. 


BELFAST MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. 8S. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
large population of Belfast, the Govern- 
ment will put it on an equality with 
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other large towns of the United Kingdom 
by appointing the resident magistrates 
stipendiary magistrates for the adminis- 
tration of justice, and relieving the local 
justices of the peace of the duty of attend- 
ing the courts, especially having regard to 
the fact that this course was strongly 
recommended by the Royal Commission 
of 1887? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Legislation 
would be necessary to give effect to this 
recommendation of the Commission of 
1887, and the present Government, like 
previous Governments, have not seen 
their way to introduce legislation on the 
subject. I cannot give any undertaking 
to deal with the matter in the future. 


EXPULSION OF MR. LILLIE FROM 
SIAM. 

Sm C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether in 1890 Herr Goethe, a German 
subject, proprietor and editor of the 
Mercantile Gazette, published at Bang- 
kok, was tried by the German Consular 
Court for having published articles 
against the King of Siam; and whether, 
that being the offence imputed to Mr. 
Lillie, the same procedure might have 
been followed in Mr. Lillie’s case, in order 
that the justice of the allegations made 
against him might have been judicially 
tested ? 


Mr. CURZON: We have no informa- 
tion with regard to the case mentioned 
in the first Question, and I am accord- 
ingly unable to offer any opinion as to 
whether it would have been practicable 
to adopt the same procedure in the case 


of Mr. Lillie. 


POONA PRESS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether a copy of 
the Government Resolution directing the 
appointment of a Press Committee for 
Poona has appeared in the Gazette of 
India; and whether he will lay a copy 
of the Resolution upon the Table of the 
House? 


Mr. S. Young. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: In my answer of the 28th ultimo 
I have given the honourable Member all 
the information I possess on the subject. 
I have not seen any Resolution appoint- 
ing a Committee for Poona. 


SPECIAL LEAVE FOR POSTMEN. . 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether in the order of April, 
1891, granting to postal employees 
special leave without deduction from pay 
up to three days in case of death, or 
urgent distress at home, or other excep- 
tional circumstances, has been cancelled 
or modified ; is he aware that when claims 
for such leave have been made post- 
masters have pleaded ignorance of the 
existence of the order; and should the 
order still remain in force, will he issue 
an instruction to postmasters on the 
subject? 


Mr. HANBURY: The privilege to 
which the honourable Member refers has 
not been cancelled or modified. The 
Postmaster General is nut aware that 
applications for special leave under the 
circumstances contemplated when the 
privilege was first allowed have been re- 
fused. This being so, no fresh instruc- 
tions appear to be needed, 


ESSEX AUXILIARY POSTMEN. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he iv 
aware that two auxiliary postmen em- 
ployed for five and six years respectively 
in a small sub-office in Essex, at wages 
of 9s. per week, have recently been called 
upon to refund a sum of 9d. per week as 
and from the Ist April, 1897; if so, on 
what ground is the demand made, and 
can it be legally enforced? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not the case 
that these men were called upon to re- 
fund 9d. a week from their wages. As 
a matter of fact, while they used to be 
paid 9s. for their service on weekdays and 
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alternate Sundays, they will now receive 
8s. 3d. for the weekdays and 1s. 7d. on 
each alternate Sunday, Sunday service 
under the Tweedmouth scheme being 
separately paid for. The postmaster 
seems to have misunderstood the facts, 
and led the men to believe that they 
might have to refund the 9d., but he was 
under a misapprehension. 


DROMORE POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he is 
aware that the postmen at Dromore, 
county Down, post office are usually com- 
pelled to wait three months for the bank 
hcliday pay ; and what is the reason for 
the delay? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is feared that 
there has been some unnecessary delay in 
paying the postmen at Dromore, county 
Down, for bank holiday work. Inquiry 
is being made as to the cause of this, 
and steps will be taken to prevent any 
similar delay in future. 


BLACKROCK AND KINGSTOWN 
DRAINAGE. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that it was provided in the 
Blackrock and Kingstown Drainage Act, 
1896, that the Drainage Board should, 
within two months from the passing of 
the Act, obtain an engineer’s certificate 
that the works legalised by the Act had 
been completed; and that Mr. Usher 
Roberts, the engineer nominated by the 
Local Government Board, has several 
times between October, 1896, and April, 
1898, examined the works, but found 
them in such a condition that he refused 
to certify that they were efficient ; and 
whether, in consequence of the failure of 
the Drainage Board to carry out the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1896, he will order 
an inquiry to be made by the Irish Local 
Government Board into the condition <f 
the drainage works? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 
are as stated in the first paragraph. The 
powers of the Local Government Board 
in this matter are limited by section 4 of 
the Act to nominating the engineer who 
is to give the certificate required by the 
section, and the Board have no power to 
cause a local inquiry to be held, as sug- 
gested, or to take any further steps with 
respect to the certificate. 


TWELFTH OF JULY IN BELFAST. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland a question of which 
I have not given him private notice ; but, 
as the matter is very urgent, perhaps the 
right honourable Gentleman will be able 
to answer it without notice. It is to ask 
what measures have been taken by the 
Executive for the preservation of life and 
property in Belfast on the occasion of 
the Orange procession which is to take 
place on the 12th of July (Tuesday next) ; 
whether it is the fact that the magis- 
trates of Belfast have decided to refuse 
to allow any extra police to be drafted 
into the city for that occasion ; whether 
the commander of the’ military district 
has written to the magistrates remon- 
strating with them on this course, and 
declining to allow the military to be used 
in place of the police unless the police 
are overpowered ; and, under these cim 
cumstances, what steps the Government 
propose to take to protect the property of 
Catholics and the lives of the citizens? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 


I must ask notice of that question. 


Mr. DILLON: I will put it down for 
to-morrow. 


ENFIELD FACTORY WORKMEN AND 
THE EAST HERTS ELECTION. 
The following Question appeared cn 
the Paper :— 


Mr. WOODS (Walthamstow): I beg 


‘to ask the Under Secretary of State for 


War if he is aware that on the occasion 
of the late election in East Herts the 
workmen employed at the Small Arms 
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Factory at Enfield Lock were promised 
time off to record their votes, and that 
notice to this effect was posted up in the 
factory, but on the morning of the elec- 
tion this notice was cancelled by the offi- 
cials ; that on the men complaining they 
were again informed that they would be 
allowed time off, and the order was can- 
celled again later in the day; and will 
he explain what was the reason for these 
instructions being changed? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I wish to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if his attention has been called to the 
Question on the Paper standing in the 
name of the honourable Member for Wal- 
thamstow, and whether it is the fact that 
on the occasion of the late election in 
East Herts 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is committing a 
breach of the rules of the House. He is 
now reading a Question printed on the 


Paper. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Perhaps | 
would be in order in asking the right 
honourable Gentleman whether there is 
any foundation for the suggestion that 
any breach of faith was committed by the 
War Office with regard to the Enfield 
workmen who recorded their votes in the 
recent election in East Herts? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: The state- 
ments made in the Question on the Paper 
are entirely inaccurate. The fact is that 
such of the men employed in the Royal 
Small Arms Factory at Enfield Lock as 
are voters in East Herts were allowed 
two hours’ leave with pay to enable them 
to vote on the occasion of the late elec- 
tion, and 166 availed themselves of the 
privileze. The original notice on this 
subject posted in the factory was not 
rescinded, nor was it removed until after 
the election. 





ESTIMATES. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: What Vctes 
are to be taken to-morrow? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


Mr. Woods. 
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E.): First the four Votes for which the 
Secretary to the Treasury is responsible, 
and then the Law Charges Vote. 


Mr. DILLON: I understood that the 
arrangement was to take the Law 
Charges Vote—which is the most impor- 
tant—first. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: What are 
the four Votes it is proposed to take? 


Mr. HANBURY: Public Buildings, 
Railways, Valuation Office, and Office of 
Works. 

Mr. DILLON : Surely it would be only 
reasonable and convenient that the Law 
Charges Vote should be taken first. Last 
year we had no opportunity of discussing 
it, for it was closured. : 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I fully appreciate the motives of 
the honourable Gentleman in making the 
suggestion, and I will explain exactly why 
the order I have indicated was proposed. 
There is a good deal of work to be done 
in connection with the Local Government 
Bill by the Chief Secretary and the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland, and it is desir- 
able that it should be done when the 
draftsman can be present. It would be a 
very great convenience to the Irish Office 
if the presence of my right honourable 
Friends were not required in the House 
while the earlier Votes are taken. Per. 
haps the difficulty would be met by an 
undertaking that an opportunity for dis. 
cussing the Law Charges Vote shall be 
given, and, if necessary, the Debate on 
the other Votes shall be adjourned. 

Mr. DILLON: At what hour? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I shall be glad to consult the 
views of honourable Gentlemen opposite. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the Debate 
on Irish Supply be taken on Friday next 
week ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: Yes, Sir. 


BRITISH RESIDENT AT RAROTONGA. 

Sr J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary cf 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
had brought to his notice the report of 
the Chief Justice of New Zealand, as Com- 
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missioner sent to inquire into the posi- 
tion of the British Resident in the Island 
of Rarotonga; and, if so, whether Her 
‘Majesty's Government have arrived at 
any decision in regard to Sir James Pren- 
dergast’s recommendations ! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuimprriary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): Yes; I have considered 
the report of Sir James Prendergast. It 
has been decided that the existing 
arrangements shall continue, but that 
Mr. Moss, the British Resident, shall re- 
tire, and that on the appointment of his 
successor provision shali be inade for the 
constitution of a court for the trial of 
cases in which persons other than natives 
are concerned. 


BRITISH NEW GUINEA. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
is fully satisfied as to the validity of the 
Ordinance conferring upon the British 
New Guinea Syndicate the right of ac- 
quiring land to the extent of 250,000 
acres in that dependency, in view of the 
fact that clause 20 of the amended Act 
for the administration of British New 
Guinea makes it mandatory on the 
Government of Queensland to consult the 
Governments of the other contributing 
colonies on all matters other than those 
of ordinary administration, and that this 
provision has admittedly not been com- 
plied with? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
COLONIES: The provision to which the 
Question of the honourable Member re- 
fers is part of an agreement between the 
Imperial Government and the Govern- 
ments of Queensland, New South Wales, 
and Victoria, which was scheduled to a 
Queensland Act. Assuming that the 
provision is applicable to the grant of 
land in question, the omission of the 
Government of Queensland to act upon it 
would not affect the validity of a British 
New Guinea Ordinance, but I understand 
that the Queensland Government con- 
sidered that they were entitled to decide 
the question as an act of ordinary admin- 
istration. 
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CALLIOPE DOCK, AUCKLAND. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether it has 
been decided to subsidise the Calliope 
Dock, Auckland, from Imperial funds ; 
and whether Auckland will in future be 
officially regarded as a second naval 
station in Australasian waters? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): It has not yet been 
decided to subsidise the Calliope Dock, 
but negotiations are in progress with the 
Auckland Harbour Board on the subject, 
and certain proposals have been made to 
them. The second Question is obviously 
premature. Perhaps it is safest for me to 
answer it in the negative. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL, 


Another clause, as amended, further 
considered— 


“(1) The following regulations shall be 
observed by any person or persons riding or 
being upon any bicycle, tricycle, velocipede, 
or other similar machine, which are in this 
section included in the expression * machine’ : 
(a) During the period between one hour after 
sunset and one hour before sunrise, every 
person riding or being upon such machine 
shall carry attached to the machine a lamp 
which shall be so constructed and placed as 
to exhibit a light in the direction in which he 
is proceeding, and so lighted and kept lighted 
as to afford adequate means of signalling the 
approach or position of the machine; (b) upon 
overtaking any cart, carriage, or machine, or 
any horse, mule, or other beast of burden, or 
any foot passenger being on or proceeding 
along the carriage way, every such person 
shall, within a reasonable distance from and 
before passing such cart, carriage, or machine, 
horse, mule, or other beast of burden, or such 
foot passenger, by sounding a bell or whistle, 
or otherwise give audible and sufficient warn- 
ing of the approach of the machine. 


“(2) A council of a county borough may 
make regulations for regulating the use and 
speed of machines in the streets and roads 
within the county borough, and for preventing 
any nuisance, obstruction, or danger being 
caused by the same; and the provisions of 
sections 219 to 223 of the Public Health (Ire- 
land) Act, 1878, with respect to by-laws, shal] 
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apply to all regulations made under this sec- 
tion as if the same were by-laws authorised by 
that Act. 


(3) Any person summarily convicted of 
offending against the regulations made by this 
section or any regulations made under the 
powers by this section conferred shall, for 
each and every such offence, forfeit and pay 
any sum not exceeding forty shillings.”—/ Mr. 
Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Local Government 


Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 


N.): This clause, Sir, follows the 
lines of the 85th section of the 
English Local Government Act. At 
present there is no law regulating 


the lighting of bicycles and machines 
of that character in Ireland, and it 
is well known that there is no part 
of Europe in which there are so many 
bicycles, in proportion to the population, 
at the present time as there are in Ire- 
land. It used to be said in Dublin, in a 
slang phrase, that it was “the most car- 
riding place” in the world. It now may 
be said to be the most “ biking” place in 
the whole Empire. .The two sub-sections 
are copied from the 85th section. The 
object of sub-section (a) is to compel riders 
of bicycles, and vehicles of that sort, to 
carry lights between one hour after sun- 
set and one hour before sunrise; and the 
object of the second clause is to compel 
cyclists to sound a whistle or bell, so as 
to give notice to foot passengers of their 
approach. We read every day of the 
most dreadful accidents occurring to foot 
passengers through being ridden down 
by cyclists, especially at night. I do not 
know what the views of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary are, 
but I anticipate that there will be no 
serious opposition to assimilate the law 
in Englana and Ireland in this respect. 
I do not think I need occupy the time 
of the House in discussing what is so 
obviously reasonable—namely, that these 
machines should have lights, and also 
bells, by which to give notice of their 
approach. There is a further provision 
in the section referred to, enabling large 
cities and boroughs to make by-laws and 
regulations governing the speed and use 
of such vehicles. That also appears to 
me to be a most useful provision, and I 
may say that very great interest is 
taken in the success of this proposal in 
different parts of Ireland. I understand 
that some honourable Members of this 
House are not satisfied with the expense 
to which cyclists will be put in providing 
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these lights, but I confess that I do not 
think that that ought to be taken into 
account at all. It would be only a few 
shillings, at the very outside, that these 
lamps and bells would cost, and if persons 
do indulge in bicycles, and are able to 
purchase them, I do not think they can 
complain of having to pay a few shillings 
in addition, in order to ensure, not only 
their own safety, but the safety of the 
general public. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I desire to support the proposal of the 
honourable and learned Gentleman oppo- 
site, and I should like to propose now 
the Amendment to this clause, which I 
have on the Paper 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question now is that the clause should 
be read a second time. The honourable 
Member may have an opportunity of 
moving his Amendment after it has been 
read a second time. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : This is not 
an unimportant or trivial matter, for I 
believe some millions of persons in the 
United Kingdom are interested in this 
matter. The meaning of bringing in an 
Amendment of this kind is simple. The 
clause which the right honourable Gentle. 
man has moved is precisely the same as 
the Statute law of Great Britain at the 
present time, and it was,as a matter of 
fact, introduced into the Local Govern- 
ment Bill for England, and became a 
part of the Statute law. Now, that part 
of the Statute law is not at all satisfac- 
tory, and it has not proved to be the 
exact solution they desired. It is, there- 
fore, perfectly obvious that some reform 
in the condition of the law with regard 
to bicycles in Ireland is essential. The 
right honourable Gentleman proposes to 
protect the public who do not use bicy- 
cles, and I most cordially support that 
part of his proposition; but I do hope 
the right honourable Gentleman who 
represents the Government on this Bill 
will allow the existing Statute law of 
England and of Scotland to be extended 
to Ireland, as it is a very important 
matter. If this clause is accepted, as I 
trust it will be accepted, I think I can 
give the House conclusive reasons why 
the Amendment I wish to add to it 
should also be accepted. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
hope the Chief Secretary will not accept 
the clause proposed by the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for North 
Tyrone. I do not myself see why we 
should have a miniature coercion Act 
imported into this Local Government 
Bill which is being passed through this 
House. For my own part, I am not a 
cyclist. I once tried the experiment of 
trying to. ride, but I was so unfortunate 
tnat I did not try it again. I do not 
think that we should do anything to pre- 
vent the spread of cycling among the 
people of Ireland. It is a healthful exer- 
cise, largely availed of throughout the 
counties of Ireland, and I am not aware 
that any accident of any serious charac- 
ter has ever resulted from the fact that 
cyclists did not carry lights and lamps 
a certain length of time after sunset and 
before sunrise, or from the fact that they 
did not blow their whistles or ring their 
bells. I do not think that there is any 
place in Ireland where the danger of 
cycling to the public is anything like 
what it has been represented to be. I sin- 
cerely hope the right hnoourable Gentle- 
man will declare himself against put- 
ting into this Bill anything to meet 
imaginary grievances, which can only 
have the effect of rendering the work of 
the county councils cumbersome and im- 
possible of execution. I shall most cer- 
tainly oppose the Second Reading of this 
clause, and if the Member for North 
Tyrone persists in his Motion, I shall 
vote against it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I certainly think 
that this is not the time and place to 
make a proposal of this kind. My objec- 
tion to it is a two-fold one. In the first 
place a proposal of this character should 
have been brought in at the Committee 
stage. I may be told that there was no 
opportunity to bring this in before, but 
certainly we ought to have had notice 
that the Government intended to accept 
it. Anybody with the experience of the 
honourable and learned Member for 
North Tyrone 


Mr. SerseEant HEMPHILL: I think my 
honourable and learned Friend has made 
a mistake. There was an Amendment 
on the Paper in Committee to precisely 
the same effect, and by the arrangement 
which was come to it was suggested that 
a number of these Amendments should 
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be put in the shape of new clauses. 1 
only mention that as explaining why it 
noW appears as a new clause. This new 
clause is in precisely the same words as 
were contained in an Amendment in Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am aware of 
that, but we are now dealing with an 
important matter upon the Keport stage. 
I do say that if this is to be considered 
the Bill ought to be re-committed, and 
notice given to us so that we could have 
an opportunity of discussing this penal 
clause in Committee. We should have 
some information in advance from the 
Government as to whether they intend, if 
they do intend to accept this proposal, as 
T am afraid, from the ominous silence of 
the Chief Secretary, and the fact that he 
brought in a Bill of the same mischievous 
character a year ago, that we have some 
grounds for a lurking suspicion that he 
is going to accept it. We should have 
notice of it, for this reason. The first 
thing I would suggest is that after the 
word “bicycle” to insert the words “or 
carriage.” We could then discuss the 
entire question of vehicular traffic, which 
is practically what it amounts to. The 
cyclist has just as much right to be pro- 
tected from being run down as a carriage. 
Why should I be run down in the dark 
by a carriage which carries no lamps, or 
by a car that refuses to carry anything? 
Carriages with indiarubber tyres are be- 
come very popular, and they are becom- 
ing noiseless like bicycles; therefore, I 
think it is essential, if this law is to be 
applied to one section of the community 
on wheels it is only right to apply it to 
all sections. We have had no notice of 
this because I do not think a penal clause 
has ever been proposed at the Report 
stage of a Bill without some notice to 
the House of the intention of the Govern- 
ment to accept it. That is one of my 
objections, but there is another. I 
object to the people of Ireland being fined 
£100,000 for the benefit of Birmingham 
manufacturers. There are something 
like a quarter of a million bicycles in 
Ireland, and lamps are made at Birming- 
tham, and no lamps are made in Ireland, 
and no bells are made in Ireland. Now, 
I believe that no bicyclist, unless he is 
a fool, rides without a bell, but, generally 
speaking, lamps are not necessary in Ire- 
land. I would not object to this proposal 
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so much in the case of Dublin or Belfast, 
and I would not object to cyclists being 
compelled to carry lights if it is also made 
to apply to the grocer’s cart and the milk- 
man’s cart, as well as to every cyclist. 
But so far as the general country is con- 
cerned, you might go ten miles without 
meeting a car, a cart, or anything what- 
ever, either on wheels or on legs, in many 
of the remote parts of the country. 
Therefore, to legislate for Ireland, as a 
whole, as if it was all to be treated upon 
the same basis, is, in my opinion, an 
absurdity. There may be a case for it in 
Belfast and Dublin, but there certainly is 
no case whatever for it in a great many 
of the rural districts of the country. But 
in addition to these points I think this 
view should be considered. If a man is 
driving a car, or a cart, he is not often 
injured in case of accidents, although his 
horse may be injured ; but the bicyclist is 
nearly always injured if anything runs 
into him. He is riding at his peril, and 
that is far more than can be said 
of the man on the car or cart. If you 
consider the way in which bicyclists are 
treated as a rule by those in charge of 
cars or carriages, I venture to say that 
the necessity for regulations is in the 
opposite direction, for the danger is 
rather the other way about. On the 
magisterial bench in Ireland there seem 
to be a number of old gouty gentlemen 
who themseives are unable to ride, aad 
they seem to have the very strongest 
prejudice against any cyclist who hap- 
pens to be Lrought before them, and this 
Amendment will give them a chance of 
coming down on cyclists in general with a 
very severe voice. As a matter of fact ] 
do not think that there has been any 
invention of recent years, for men and 
women, which has given such excellent 
and healthy enjoyment to the popula- 
tion. Certainly, as I understand it, this 
clause might fairly take up five or six 
days, if it is to be considered in a proper 
spirit and from a thorough point of 
view. Why, every line of it is reeking 
with matter upon which Amendments 
ought to be moved. If the Government 
are determined to shut out every other 
type of vehicle from their consideration, 
and confine this law to bicycles, then, of 
course, we shall have a very enjoyable 
afternoon. But I would ask the Govern- 


ment to remember this: we brought 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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before the House in the Committee 
stage the very important question of 
traction engines, and we pointed out that 
there was some necessity for some pro- 
vision being made in regard to the cut- 
ting up of roads by traction engines, and 
we showed how, in the county of Cork, a 
road was thrown out of use from this 
cause, because the grand jury were 
unable to do anything more to the road. 
It appears that a pneumatic tyre is to 
be put under a penal law, while you 
allow a traction engine to cut up the 
roads with impunity. It does appear to 
me that this is a class of traffic which 
requires regulating, and you do not pro- 
pose to give favourable consideration to 
an Amendment of that kind. This pro- 
posal has nothing whatever to do with 
the scope of the Bill, and it is a pro- 
posal to transfer from the grand jury 
for their existing powers entirely new 
legislation, not germane to the Measure 
of the Government, and which ought to 
be introduced in a special Bill dealing 
with the subject. . 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Perhaps 
I may be allowed to point out that there 
are people in Ireland besides gouty 
judges who do not ride bicycles, and who 
cannot afford to buy them, and on behalf 
of that section of the community I beg 
to support the adoption of this clause. 
In deference to what has been _ said, 
bicycling has become a kind of tyranny. 
Now, to draw a comparison between a 
bicycle and another vehicle in a matter 
of this kind is ridiculous. A bicycle is 
absolutely under the control of the rider, 
and can be stopped whenever the rider 
pleases. [“ No, no!”] Well, it is in 999 
cases out of 1,000. With reference to 
the other vehicles, their construction and 
character give a warning in the traffic to 
the walking public, whereas a bicycle 
does not. I think, Sir, that it is a very 
reasonable proposal which is contained 
in this Amendment, to provide that 
county councils in Ireland shall have the 
power to give some protection to the 
non-bicycling portion of the community. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): I entirely 
sympathise with the views expressed by 
the honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth in regard to the question 
that all vehicles should carry lamps, but 
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I do not see why we should not take this 
opportunity of doing what everybody 
admits to be the proper thing—namely, 
to make a provision that bicycles should 
carry lights now. That is a proviso which 
I should like to see added to the Bill. 
But as regards some of the other pro- 
visions in the clause I do not know 
whether the honourable Gentleman 
realises that if this clause is carried out 
in its present form it would cause a 
pandemonium in Ireland. We should 
have every bicyclist going through a 
town in Ireland either continuously 
shouting, or blowing a whistle, or ringing 
a bell, to the great annoyance of his 
fellow creatures. If this be part of the 
law in England, it is one which cannot 
be enforced, otherwise than by causing 
us to suffer an intolerable nuisance. 
Now, what is the law as laid down in the 
clause? It is that wheneVer a bicyclist 
is passing through a town, before he 
passes 


“ any cart, carriage, or machine, or any horse, 
mule, or other beast of burden, or any foot 
passenger,” 


he is bound 


“by sounding a bell or whistle, or otherwise 
to give audible and sufficient warning of the 
approach of the machine.” 


I quite agree, if he is in any danger of 
running over a passenger, or into a cart, 
that he should give warning, but if he 
is right away on the other side of the 
road what is the necessity for blowing 
his whistle or sounding his bell? I am 
in favour of some reasonable regulations 
for bicycles passing through towns so 
as not to annoy passengers, or horses, or 
anything else; but to pass it in this 
form, to say that, whether near or far 
away, or in such a position as to cause 
alarm or not, you must blow your whistle 
or sound your bell, to enforce that in its 
entirety would reduce towns to a pande- 
monium. I would, therefore, ask if 
the right honourable Gentleman intends 
to accept this Amendment, that it should 
be modified. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I think it 
is very unfair for the Government to 
bring in such a penal clause, and to 
endeavour to rush it through in a Local 
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Government Bill on the Report stage. 1 
happen to be a cyclist myself, and have 
been one for the last 14 or 15 years, and 
I know as a rule it is more dangerous in 
a country like Ireland, where you have 
not a light on every vehicle, to have a 
few bicycles carrying lamps than to have 
no vehicles carrying lamps at all. At 
present they drive without lamps, and 
when they are not used to lamps a bicycle 
lamp flashing along the road at night 
frightens the horses. I have been fre- 
quently knocked off myself in  conse- 
quence of my lamp frightening horses. 1 
think the present state of affairs is far 
better than if you are merely to apply 
this coercion Act to cyclists. If there 
is to be legislation on lights, I should 
like it on universal lights, and compel 
every man who uses a vehicle at night 
to use a lamp. You have in this House 
been following the custom of the Con- 
tinent in your Criminal Evidence Bill, 
and why not follow the Continental pro- 
cedure in the case of a coercion Act 
towards bicycles. In France the coster 
monger with his barrow has to carry a 
light, and every vehicle has to carry a 
light, but there horses are used to lights, 
and consequently there is not the same 
danger as there is where these lights are 
applied simply to bicycles. Then there 
is the question of the speed of these 
bicycles. The right honourable Gentle 
man proposes to restrict the speed of 
bicycles on roads. Ido not think there 
can be very much complaint in Ireland 
in this respect. It might be so in Eng 
land, where you have good roads, where 
you can ride 16 or 17 miles an hour, but 
it could not be so in Ireland, where the 
roads are in a bad condition. I do not 
think the police should have power to 
arrest a man simply because of their 
idea as to the speed at which a bicycle is 
going. I remember, in the city of Lon- 
don I was arrested myself, and taken up, 
and the policeman who arrested me told 
the magistrate that I was riding at 50 
miles an hour. I told him that I wished 
I was able to do so, and that if that was 
the case I should not be a Member of 
Parliament any longer. I think it is really 
not a necessary provision in this Bill. 1 
hope the Government will bring it in as 
a separate Bill, and give us a chance of 
debating it clause by clause. There will 
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be time enough before the next general 
election to pass an Act like that. If you 
are going to pass an Act like this, make 
the Bill a universal Bill, and apply it to 
public vehicles generally, as well as to 
bicycles, and have the same law as they 
have at the present time in Continental 
countries. On these grounds I wish to 
enter my objection to this clause, and I 
shall oppose it in every possible way. 


Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I 
wish to say a word or two upon the point 
which has been raised, that this is the 
law which exists in England and Scot- 
land. Now, I know there is a great deal 
of tyranny in England in reference to 
regulations of this kind, and the same 
thing will occur no doubt in Ireland if 
this clause is passed. A slight offence 
cannot be disposed of summarily in the 
village where it has taken place. The 
name of the offender is taken down in 
England, and you may have to go 150 
miles to attend the cumbrous procedure 
which has to take place in the case. 
Now, in some Continental countries 
where these regulations are enforced, 
arrangements are made for dealing with 
your offence in the town where it is com- 
mitted. The matter is disposed of at 
once, and the offender, especially if he 
is a tourist, is put to no great incon- 
venience. But if a drastic clause of this 
character, which, I venture to say, is not 
sufficiently clear, is passed, I believe it 
will affect the tourist traffic very mate 
rially in Ireland. Mr. Speaker, it would 
be reasonable that a county council 
should have power to make regulations 
of this kind, and the second clause gives 
this power to county councils. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY vo rue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrovr, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): Yes, to boroughs. 


Mr. LOUGH: Well, I think that would 
be a judicious compromise. I hope my 
honourable and learned Friend on the 
Front Bench will just give a little more 
consideration to that point. Clause 2 
gives everything that is necessary in the 
concluding part of the clause. The pro- 
posed new clause suggests that— 

“A council of a county borough may make 
regulations.” , 


Mr. Tully 
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I would suggest that it should also pro- 
vide for the council of a county. It 
would then read that— 


“A council of a county or county borough 
may make regulations for regulating the use 
and speed of machines.” 


That would abbreviate the discussion, 
and give everything which is necessary. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): There are 
two sub-clauses—(a) and (b). With re- 
gard to sub-clause (a), it seems that there 
is a concensus of opinion that it would 
be advantageous if lamps were carried by 
all vehicles. That is no doubt so, but, at 
the same time, here is a new species of 
traffic being introduced, and a new class 
of vehicle being introduced, and it is a 
common habit for everyone buying a 
bicycle to buy a lamp along with it, and 
this provision would be only forcing a 
few people who neglect that necessary 
precaution to do it. With regard to this 
class of vehicle, it is different to all other 
vehicles. |My honourable and learned 
Friend the Member for Louth spoke of 
cars with india-rubber tyres, but the 
sound of the footfalls of the horses 
enables the people to hear in nine cases 
out of ten that something is coming, and 
therefore, if it is right to have lamps on 
vehicles of all sorts, why not allow lamps 
to be brought in here with regard to this 
new species of vehicle, and then an Act 
might be passed to compel all vehicles to 
have lamps. So much for the sub-sec- 
tion (a). But, coming to sub-section (b), 
that is another matter altogether. With 
regard to sub-section (a), it is, of course, 
a totally different thing. A bicycle is a 
luxury altogether, which costs £14 or 
£15 to buy, and it is a totally different 
thing to compel that man to have a lamp 
than to compel every poor man to put a 
lamp on his little donkey-cart. There 
fore, it is most absurd to ask that lamps 
should be put on all round, if you put 
them on bicycles. With regard to sub- 
section (b), the honourable and learned 
Member for Louth spoke of the clause as 
if it were necessary to have vehicles such 
as cars, and wagons, and earts, and so 
on, protected against the bicycle. 
Surely no vehicles require any protection 
whatsoever with regard to bicycles. 
It is quite the other way about, and it 
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seems to me that as far as sounding the 
bell is concerned in the case of either a 
cart, carriage, machine, horse, mule, or 
other beast of burden, the bell is to 
be sounded for the protection of the 
bicyclists themselves, and never for the 
protection of the vehicles, horses, or 
mules. It is entirely impossible for a 
bicycle to injure a vehicle, but we know 
vehicles injure bicycles, and we know they 
treat bicyclists very badly sometimes, in 
not affording them opportunities for 
passing in the road. I confess, Mr. 
Speaker, that in reference to foot-pas- 
sengers it is a totally different matter. 
I agree with the honourable and learned 
Member for York that if it were possible 
to enforce it with regard to foot-passen- 
gers it certainly ought to be enforced. I 
sometimes am on a bicycle myself, and 
sometimes on a vehicle, but I am very 
much more frequently on my feet, and | 
have more interest in foot-passengers 
than either the bicycle or the person 
riding in the car or carriage. Now, with 
regard to the second clause, I think if 
it were made compulsory to ring the bell 
in case of passing passengers that it 
would not be necessary to apply it in all 
those other cases, as the honourable 
Member for York pointed out, when 
going along any village road, because if 
that condition were imposed you would 
never cease sounding your bell for one 
single instant, because you are always 
passing something, either some horse or 
vehicle, from start to finish. There are 
frequently onroads at one and the same 
time quite a dozen bicycles, and a dozen 
bells ringing perpetually the whole of the 
time would be a source of danger, and 
the drivers would be very confused by 
the sound of those bells, It is an open 
question, but many people who have had 


practical experience, both as foot 
passengers and bicyclists, say that 
it is difficult to know whether 
you should or should not abolish 
bells altogether, but in my opinion 
they do more harm in startling 


people, for people often run in the wrong 
direction. However, Mr. Speaker, with 
regard to the first part of the sub-section 
(a), Ido hope that the Government will, 
at any rate, support the Measure with 
regard to that question. And, with 
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regard to the second part, I think it © 
might be modified, and might be applied 
to foot-passengers, and foot-passengere 
only, The other parts might be left out 
altogether ; then, I think, it would be a 
beneficial clause for all sections of the 
community. It does, as I understand it, 
protect bicyclists and foot-passengers, 
and it certainly does not aim at protect- 
ing carts and cars along the road. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps it 
will be well to state what view the 
Government take upon this proposal. 
Sir, it is within the knowledge of the 
House that a clause almost identical with 


|this was inserted in the Local Govern- 


ment Act of 1888, and I myself last year 
proposed a Measure embodying, almost 
verbatim, the same provisions, Under 
these circumstances, the House will of 
course see that, so far as the substance 
of the clause is concerned, the Govern. 
ment have no suggestion or criticism to 
make against it. Though the question 
does not appear very germane to intro- 
duce in a Local Government Bill, I think 
that objection is met to a very large 
extent by the fact that, as a matter of 
fact, such a clause was introduced into 
the English Local Government Act. But, 
Sir, though I take that view of the 
clause, I did not myself put this clause 
into the Bill, nor did I put it down as 
an Amendment subsequently, because 
what I thought was this: I was aware 
that there were considerable objections 
and considerable opposition coming from 
various Members of the House to the Bill - 
which I put down last year, and I did not 
wish to encumber the present Local 
Government Bill with more than was 
necessary. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): But 
that was only with regard to vehicles. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Well, I 
did not feel justified in inserting in a 
Bill of great complexity and magnitude 
a clause which was likely to meet with 
protracted opposition; and, in view of 
what has been said this afternoon, I do 
not feel justified in throwing the weight 
of the Government influence into the 
scale in favour of this Amendment. I 
would suggest a compromise, however, 
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which will meet the case if it is accepted 
by the right honourable Gentleman, at 
the conclusion of the clause, which might, 
I think, serve the purpose for the time 
being until the Government are afforded 
an opportunity to introduce a Bill deal- 
ing with the whole subject. I would 
suggest that the debatable provision in 
the first sub-section should be omitted ; 
that we should retain sub-section 2, with 
certain alterations, so that the sub-sec- 
tion will read— 

“A council of a county borough may make 
regulations for regulating the use and speed of 
tricycles, bicycles, and velocipedes, or other 
similar machines in the streets and roads within 
the county borough, and the carriage of lights 


there, and the warning and approach to he 
given by the persons using the same. 


I would suggest that a provision of that 
sort would not be open to the objections 
which have been taken to the clause as 
proposed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why not apply it 
to all vehicles? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
agree with the honourable and learned 
Member for Louth that there should be 
no distinction drawn in this respect. 
Other vehicles apparently do give warn- 
ing by their noise, but the velocipedes 
are noiseless vehicles, and therefore it 
is evident that it is desirable to regu- 
late their use. If the clause is adopted 
in the form I have suggested it will also 
meet the suggestions of my honourable 
and learned Friend the Member for 
York. At the same time I cannot help 
thinking that as this has been the law 
of England for a considerable period, and 
has not given rise to the objec- 
tions which have been raised, my 
honourable and learned Friend’s ob- 
servations are somewhat irrelevant. 
It can also be met by the making of 
such by-laws as_ will not involve any 
change in the circumstances which 1 
have described. I am anxious that the 
House should not spend more time than 
is necessary over a clause of this kind, 
and I venture to suggest to my right 
honourable Friend that, if he will accept 
it, the clause may be brought in, which 
might be passed without opposition from 
any quarter. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


I cannot 
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Mr. 
would like to ask the right honourable 


(Ireland) Bill. 18s 


Serszeant HEMPHILL: 1 
Gentleman whether he will allow all 
county councils, instead of merely the 
councils of county boroughs, to make by- 
laws respecting these matters, because 
if he would do that I would not hesitate 
to accept the offer. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
consent to that, because if you have 
different by-laws being made in different 
counties with regard to the earrying of 
lights, and so forth, I am afraid bicyclists 
would be often placed in a very awkward 
position. Such regulations as are made, 
so far as the counties at large are con- 
cerned, should, in my opinion, be 
uniform. 


*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said he 
approached the matter from a bicyclist’s 
point of view, and if the right honour- 
able and learned Gentleman carried his 
clause to a Division he should vote with 
him. At the same time he suegested 
to the right honourable and _ learned 
Gentleman that he might accept the 
compromise, because there was some- 


of 


thing to be said in _ favour 

having the Government battalions 
behind one, and it was always 
better to get something in place of 


nothing at all. He looked at the question 
as a bicyclist. He was not in the 
fortunate position of half the honour- 
able Gentlemen of the House, who, being 
railway directors, could travel wherever 
they liked without paying. His only 
substitute for that was a couple of days 
in the country on his machine. As a 
cyclist he supported the right honour- 
able and learned Gentleman for his own 
protection, and sometimes self-preserva- 
tion went a long way, even with 
honourable Members of the House. 
He did not feel safe in running 
up against a ’bus' without ring- 
ing his bell, nor did he think he 
had a right to run down people. At 
the same time, he would not go the 
length of saying that vehicles in Ire 
land should be obliged to have a lamp 
after a certain hour. He thought the 
clause was necessary for the protection 
of cyclists, and if the right honourable 
and learned Gentleman went to a 
Division he would receive his hearty 
support. 
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Mr. PINKERTON (Galway) favoured , connection with various matters, such 
the clause as it stood, for the great} as lights on carriages, etc., none of which 
reason that it would give employment | came into force until confirmed by the 
to the police. He spoke on the part | Home Office, which exercised a very 
of those interested in dogs, and thought | careful supervision in the matter. What- 
the police would be better employed in | ever was done, there should be uniformity, 
looking after cyclists than in hunting | so that a bicyclist should not find him- 
unmuzzled dogs. If the right honour- | self in the position of having broken the 
able and learned Gentleman went to a | law upon passing a boundary line, when 
Division he would support him. | in the county he had just left he was 


*Lonp E. FITZMAURICE (Wilts, Crick- | 8" ¢tly within his rights. 
lade) remarked that it was admittedly a | Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL said he was 
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3t, i srestine iscussi | __eage ‘ 

wer Pei ne a a but he | willing to accept the compromise 
out £ > Sess "as ¢ a ; . 

pointed out that the Session was nearing | suggested by the right honourable 


its end, and everybody in the House 
desired to see the Bill become law. He 
thought his right honourable and learned 


Friend would be inclined to accept the | 


Amendment offered by the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary, but 


with guarantees. Before that took 
place, however, he would like’ to 
press upon the Chief Secretary the 


consideration of the variety of prac- 
tices which might be expected from 
the different county councils in regard 


to the making of the by-laws, supposing | 


that that power was left to them. 


He would suggest that powers might be | 
given, which had an equivalent in the | 


English Act, whereby the county councils 


were empowered to make by-laws in 


| Gentleman the Chief Secretary, provided 
the clause were read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Certainly not. 


| Mr. Serseanr HEMPHILL: I will ask 
the House to read the clause a second 
time upon the understanding that I shail 


then accept the Amendment of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary. 


Question put— 


“That the clause be read a second time.” 
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| The House divided :—Ayes 
‘Noes 36.—(Division List No. 189.) 
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M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, S.) Sullivan, T. D. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out sub-section (1) of the pro- 
posed clause reading as under— 


“ During the period between one hour after 
sunset and one hour’ before sunrise ever 
person riding or being upon such machine shall 
carry attached to the machine a lamp, which 
shall be so constructed and placed as to exhibit 


a light in the direction in which he is proceed. | 


ing, and so lighted and kept lighted as to afford 
adequate means of signalling the approach or 
position of the machine.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Govern- 
ment had announced at the commence- 
ment that the clause would not receive 
their support. The right honourable 
Gentleman had distinctly stated that 
he was not prepared to throw in the 
weight of the Government in support of 
it, and asked the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
North Tyrone to accept a modified 
proposal. The right honourable and 
learned Member for North Tyrone, in 
his wisdom, had not seen fit to accept 
the Amendment. He did not accept 
the proposal to withdraw the clause. 


Mr. SerseEANtT HEMPHILL :I think the 
honourable Gentleman misunderstood me. 
I distinctly stated, and intended to con- 
vey, that I accepted what the right 
honourable Gentleman said. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 
what I thought. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, as he under- 
stood, the right honourable Gentleman 








(Donegal, W.) 


certainly intimated that he was not 
prepared to throw in the weight of the 
Government in favour of the clause. He 
was unable to support the clause as a 
whole, and, not being able to support 
the clause as a whole, it devolved upon 
the right honourable and learned Member 
for North Tyrone to bring it in as a 
new clause. Had that been done 
honourable Members of the House would 
have been in the position of being able 
to bring in Amendments upon it. But 
the result of what had taken place was 
that a new clause was sprung upon the 
House by Her Majesty’s Government 
without time being given for its con- 
sideration so far as the House was con- 
cerned. It was one thing for Her 
Majesty’s Government to bring in a new 
clause of a non-contentious character, 
but quite a different thing for a private 
Member’s clause to become a Government 
clause in the manner in which this 
clause had without the House having an 
opportunity of discussing it. For his 
part, he should oppose it to the utmost 
of his power. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question is not the clause, but whether 
some portion of it shall or shall not stand 
part of the clause. 


Mr. TT. M. HEALY said _ he 
wished to point out that they were 


told it was necessary to pass the 
clause in order to _ protect the 
public from the infamous cyclists. 


Either the clause as a whole was neces- 
sary or it was not. For his part he did 
not see why the House should pass the 
clause. The suggestion was that it was 
absolutely necessary, and the honour- 
able Gentleman who supported the 








195 Local Government {COMMONS} (Ireland) Biil. 196 


proposal that during the period betwee. 
one hour after sunset and one hour 
before sunrise every person riding a 
bicycle was to have a lamp, and who went 
with such enthusiasm into the Lobby to 
support that proposal, were now, he 
assumed, going to vote the very reverse. 
If that was so, what was the object of 
the right honourable, Gentleman’s pro- 
posal? Was the legislation, he respect- 
fully asked, to lose the provision that 
upon overtaking any cart, carriage, or 
machine, and before passing such car- 
riage, machine, horse, mule, or beast of 
burden, everyone was to sound his bell 
or whistle, or otherwise give sufficient 
warning of the approach of his machine! 


on the faith of a proposal such as that 


that his honourable and learned Friend | 


received the enthusiastic approval of 
Members of these benches? The posi- 
tion was that all through Ireland, except 
in these six county boroughs, there was 
to be no protection of human life from 
bicycles. Was it to depend upon the 
question whether one lived in a county 
borough or not! It would be very un- 
fortunate for his honourable Friend the 
Member for Tyrone or the Member for 
Galway. That showed the absolute 
necessity for this clause. But if a man 
like himself lived in a county borough 
was he to get protection which others 
did not? He offered his deep sympathy 
to the Government for the predicament 
in which they were placed, and he ap- 
pealed to the Government to admit that 
the position was a reasonable one in 
regard to the objection. The House had 
had no notice of this except the un- 
digested and_ ill-considered provision 
which the honourable Gentleman had 
brought forward, he was rather afraid, 


in collusion with Her Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment; because, as Lord Randolph 
| 


AYES. 
Allan, William” (Gateshead) Dunn, Sir Wiliam Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Atherley-Jones, L. Esmonde, Sir Thomas Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Farquharson, Dr. Robert Kearley, Hudson E. 
Billson. Alfred Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) Lloyd-George, David 
Caldwell, James Field, William (Dublin) Lough, Thomas 
Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasg.) . Flavin, Michael Joseph Macaleese, Daniel 
Carew, James Laurence Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis McDermott, Patrick 
Cawley, Frederick Gourley, Sir E. Temperley McKenna, Reginald 
Clancy, John Joseph Hayden, John Patrick MeLeod, John 
Crilly, Daniel Healy, Maurice (Cork) Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Curran, T. B. (Donegal) Hobhouse, Henry Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Doogan, P. C. Jacoby, James Alfred Morris, Samuel 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


human life in Ireland. He hoped the 
/honourable Member for North Tyrone and 
| others would rise to the occasion and go 
Was that to be lost? Was it not | 





Churchill once observed, “if you see the 
two Front Benches in collusion look out 
for squalls.” It was a great pity that 
the Government itself did not claim the 
paternity of this as their own proposal, 
and then they would have known exactly 
how they stood. It appeared to him 
that a clause of that sort, that the 
Government was proposing to omit, was 
the very one which was the raison d’étre 
of that part of the legislation. It 
would give him great pleasure to 
go into the Lobby in order to get this 
clause in the Bill for the protection of 


into the Lobby in support of the pro- 
posal to protect human life against 
bicycles. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he was one 
of those who went into the Lobby, and 
he thought he was voting for sub-section 
2 of this clause. He did not yuite under- 
stand where he was. He hoped the 
Government would throw a little light on 
the subject, so that when they were going 
into the Lobby the next time they might 
know what they were doing. In suppert- 
ing the Government he was merely sup- 
porting sub-section 2, which gave to 
county boroughs a power which, in his 
opinion, they had now. They had it in 
Cork. He would vote for the sub- 
section. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR | said the 
question before the House was to omit 
the sub-section. 

Question put— 

“ That sub-section (1) stand part of the pro- 
posed clause.” 

The House divided :—Ayes 61; Noes 
279.—(Division List No. 190.) 
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Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) , 


Norton, Capt. Cecil Wm. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. 
O'Kelly, James 

Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pinkerton, John 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, Jokn 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 


Baird, John George A. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon, A.J.(Mance’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George E. 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 


Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T 

Barton, Dunbar Piunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 


Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Brist’]) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake. Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Broadhurst, Herry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. 
Brookfield, A 


St. John 
stontagu 


Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydnev Charles 


Cameron, R. (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir TH 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, — H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


(Wicklow, W.) | 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert T. 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) | 
Shaw, Charles E. \Stalford) | 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 

Strachey, Edward 


‘Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) | 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


NOES. 


Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colville, John | 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) | 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon,RtHnGN.(Lanc,S.W.) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Daly, James 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(.ianc’r) 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Cclonel (Lancaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis | 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Garfit, Witham 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus 7. 
Gordon, Hon. John “dward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W.Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Grev, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunier, Colonel 
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Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tuite, James 

Warner, Thomas C. > 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Tully. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G@ 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hamond Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon.Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 


Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-Generai 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. FE. H. 
Lees, Sir F. (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 


Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Llewellyn, KE. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 4 ; 


Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacDonnell. Dr.M. A.(Qn’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McEwan, William 
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McIver, Sir Lewis 
McKillop, James 
Maddison, Fred 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maple, = John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
oe. a 
Murray, Rt. Hn. / 
Murray, Col. W. “Baths 
Myers, William Henry 
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Pierpoint, 


. G. (Bute) 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Paulton, , Brow Mellor 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (North’mberland) 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Robert 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 


| Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 


Pryce-Jones, Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| 


| Walton, J. L. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone,W.) | 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Kdwaid T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 


| 
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Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stirling- ‘Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
W: allace, Robert (Perth) 
(Leeds, S.) 
Walton, J. (Barnsley) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warkworth, Lord 
Wayman, Thomas 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J.C. (Notts) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJT(H’dd’rsf’ld) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, .Maj. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogss— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘a county borough, 
and insert the words ‘an urban district ’ 
instead thereof."—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I = move 
the Amendment on this ground. The 
Dublin police, Mr. Speaker, have 


at this moment in the metropolitan 
district a right by Statute to regulate 
the speed of particular vehicles. Now, 
Sir, I am amazed at Her Majesty’s 
Government proposing to deprive the 
Dublin police, an important body as they 
are, by this clause, of the powers which 
they now have under the Act of the 6th 
Victoria. I must, Mr. Speaker, describe 
this is an ill-digested clause, and I 
venture to say that those who drew it 
and those who accept it have not the 
smallest idea at the present moment of 
what they are at. Now, Sir, will it le 
believed that from the Phoenix Park in 
the north down to Bray in the south the 
rate of vehicular traffic is already regu- 
lated by Statute to eight miles an hour ; 
and that Statute, Mr. Speaker, not only 
regulate bicycles and outside cars, but 
four-in-hands and carriages of every class 








of moving thing that may go upon the 
road. Sir, the Government, as I under- 
| stand, now propose to make an implied 
repeal of that very useful provision, so 
that it will be possible to have this state 
of things, that outside the metropolitan 
district you may be run over by a car 
going at the rate of ten miles an hour, 
and inside the metropolitan district the 
law will be altogether different, so that 
all over the metropolitan area of Dublin 
you will have different jurisdiction. At 
one moment it will be that of the couniy 
borough or the corporation of the county 
and the city, and at another moment it 
will be the police from the exterior of 
the metropolitan area; and this glorious 
result will follow, that in Rathmines you 
will be under the police, but if you cross 
the bridge over the canal—presto! you 
are under the jurisdiction of the corpora- 
tion. Therefore, you may be under 
all these different jurisdictions under 
the noble clause which my right honour- 
able and learned Friend the Member 
for North Tyrone has drawn, and that is 
the proposal that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, without a moment’s consideration, 
have thought it good to accept. And 
observe that this clause is to apply to 
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machines. I presume a vehicle includes 
a machine, and a vehicle has been defined 
as including anything on wheels, from a 
car to a perambulator. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not speaking to 
the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, Sir, I will 
not go on further with those points, but 
already there is by Statute a power in 
the Dublin Corporation to regulate 
electric traffic, but they have no such 
power in regard to other traffic. Bills 
at this moment are passing through this 
House for the very purpose of regulating 
speed, and although for the moment, Mr. 
Speaker, it might appear that my 
remarks were not in order, they are in 
order in this sense, that we are con- 
sidering what is to be the body to which 
we are to give these powers. What is 
the body which is to get these powers! 
I want to know whether the 6th Victoria 
is now to be considered as being impliedly 
repealed, and I expect to get an answer 
upon that peint. Why is the Rathmines 
citizen to have no protection when the 
Pembroke citizen has protection? Why 
is the man of Drumcondra to be at the 
risk of his life, while the man inside the 
municipal area is to have ample protec- 
tion! I ask for a reply on those points. 
Sir, we all know that there is at this 
moment a very keen desire for an exten- 
sion of the borough boundaries of Dublin, 
and this clause will have this good effect, 
I may say, in one aspect of it, that it 
will reduce Dublin to the most ridiculous 
position under which it will be possible 
for any city to exist. Because a man 
living in the metropolitan area of Dublin 
will, as regards the speed of his vehicle, 
be under three separate jurisdictions, I 
do not hesitate to characterise this 
clause as the most ridiculous clause that 
has ever been accepted by a Govern- 
ment. It is a clause put down without 
a moment’s thought or consideration, a 
clause which will be an actual blister oa 
the capital of Ireland, because, as I have 
pointed out, from the time you leave 
your house on a machine or a car, you 
will never know into what area you are 
going unless you take a map in your 
hand, or under what authority you are 
having your jaunt. Sir, I think the 
Government ought to postpone this 


{7 Juuy 1898} 





(Ireland) Bill. 202 


clause. I think I have shown them 
sufficient reasons for bringing up a well- 
digested clause. It was the course which 
originally I humbly submitted to them. 
Anybody who considers the matter for a 
moment will see that you may make a. 
mistake, as the present First Lord of the 
Admiralty found something like ten 
years ago, when you touch upon questions 
that will arouse the citizen and make 
him consider what his position is. Now 
the Government have arrived at what I 
call the crux of this Bill. We have not. 
proposed this Amendment. I am very 
glad to think that no such Amendment. 
has been proposed from these benches. 
I believed that this Amendment might 
have been drawn by the Government,. 
but I accept their shake of the head as a 
repudiation of that suggestion. It must 
have been a snare laid for them by the 
front Opposition bench. I have for some 
time been considering 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is going beyond the 
question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Very well, Sir; 
will not pursue that topic. There are a 
great many important questions that 
have to be considered in this Bill. There 
is a series of important questions to. 
engage our attention on the remaining 
clauses of this Measure. This Bill is to. 
be re-committed. Let the Government 
state before we come to those questions 
that they will advise with the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman who. 
in this matter has suddenly assumed 
the Leadership of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The proper course is that the 
draughtsman should be consulted, and 
that we should have _ well-considered 
clauses before us. I will go farther, and 
say that if they do that, I myself will not 
oppose any well-considered clause brought 
up upon this question. I am quite 
willing to admit that in certain of our 
large cities it is desirable that there 
should be some regulation dealing 
with this question, but they should 
be brought in on _ the  responsi- 
bility of the actual  administra- 
tion under which we live in Ireland. 
Now, Sir, the Government in this matter 
have snares thrown out to them by the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for North Tyrone, and are evidently 
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determined to accept the clause. The 
action of the Government so far has 


been one of great disappointment, not 
to myself, but to some of my honourable 
Friends upon these benches. 
to omit the words “council of a county 
borough,” in order to insert “prescribed 
body.” LI admit that, on the spur of the 
moment, my words may be open to ex- 
ception, and I quite agree that there may 
be some of my friends who may think 
it is bad drafting ; but howcan I, on the 
spur of the moment, do anything else 
than I have done—namely, give all the 
assistance which is in my power for the 
-improvement of this clause? If any 
honourable Members on this side of the 
House, who have hitherto given the 
Government their valuable support, can 
suggest better words, I shall be very 
happy to amend my Amendment. If, 
however, the clause is passed in its pre- 
sent form, its effect will be that it will 
include Dublin, Belfast, Cork, Limerick, 
Waterford, and the city of Derry, while 
freezing outside in the cold will be left 
the important towns of Galway, Clonmel, 
Enniskillen, Newry, and other places. 
It appears to me that, on the whole, a 
very strong case has been made out for 
the acceptance of my Amendment. 
Surely the time has come when we 
should claim, on behalf of the urban dis- 
tricts, which do not happen to come 
within the magic circle of county 
boroughs, the powers which it is now 
proposed to confer upon them. They 
are quite as much entitled to have pro- 
tection from dangerous riders as the in- 
habitants of other places. As the clause 
stands it will strike a blow at the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police, who have hitherto 
exhibited great fairness in regulating the 
traffic, and who, I venture to say, are the 
last persons who ought to come under 
the spur of the Unionist Government. 


**tr. SPEAKER: I do not understand 
the words “ prescribed body” as coming 
under the Act. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There are a num- 
ber of prescriptions in it, Sir, but with 
your permission I will move to insert 
“urban district” for “county borough.” 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 


THE FOR 


IRELAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


I propose 
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N.): It is impossible to accept the 
Amendment of the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth. No 
difficulty whatever will arise in practice 
under this clause. The city of Dublin 
is the only place in which there will 
be more or less divided authority. The 
police have power to regulate traffic, but 
not cyclists; and nothing will be easier 
than to provide that in Dublin the Chief 
Commissioner of Police shall approve of 
the regulations drawn up by the council, 
so that there shall be no conflict. There 
is no reason to apprehend, therefore, 
that any difficulties of boundaries such 
as were mentioned by the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth will 
arise. 


Mr. 
Speaker, I 


Serveant HEMPHILL: 

should not rise 
occupy further time if it were 
for the tone of the speech of 
honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth. I confess that I have been 
taken rather by surprise that it should 
be imputed to me that | have laid a 
snare for Her Majesty’s Government, and 
that I should be charged with being 
armed with some sort of thorn to plunge 
into the side of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. I cannot 
sit silently by and be the victim of such 
insinuations. This is the first time dur- 
ing the course of my not very short life 
that I have ever been represented as a sort 
of Parliamentary leprechaun, loving mis- 
chief for mischief’s sake, and delighting 
to occupy the time of the House out of 
“pure cussedness.” This clause is a 
well-considered and perfectly good clause. 
I, of course, regret that the force of cir- 
cumstances compels me to abandon the 
earlier sub-section, in which I placed great 
faith, but as the clause stands it in no 
way conflicts with the Act of 6 Victoria. 
I beg to assure the House that I am in 
no sort of collusion with the right honour- 
able and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General. I do not think it is necessary 
to insert the words “with the approval 
of the Chief Commissioner of Police,” 
because we all know’ when _ there 
are public assemblies, public levées, and 
other gatherings, how the vehicles are to 
be marshalled in making their way up 
to the Castle, or in making their way 
to the Park, or to some other place where 


Mr. 
to 
not 


the 
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assemblies meet. This section will stitute the words “urban district” for 
enable the corporation of the city of | “county borough.” 

Dublin and other corporations to make | ‘ 
provision for the safety of passengers.| Mr. Seryeant HHMPHILL: I will not 
It was stated in the course of the Debate | occupy the time of the House any further. 
that there had been no accidents in| [| have been led away by bad example 
Dublin. | Why, you hardly take up a | into a sort of pleasant fooling on this 
morning paper without unding that there | calitoeit 7 

are accidents, not only to cyclists — 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The The House divided:—Ayes, 286; 
Amendment before the House is to sub- | Noes, 62.—(Division List No. 191.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) ; Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Gilhooly, James 
Aird, John Charrington, Spencer Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Chelsea, Viscount Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Arnold, Alfred Clancy, John Joseph Gordon, Hon. J. Edward 
Arrol, Sir William Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Coddington, Sir Willi:an Goschen, G. J. (Suss2x) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) Coghill, Douglas darry Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Bagot, Capt. J. bitzRoy Cohen, Benjamin Louis Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Greene, W.Raymond- (Cambs) 
Baird, John George A. Coiomb, Sir J. C. Ready Gretton, John 
Balcarres, Lord | Colville, John | Grey, Sir E. (Berwick) 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manic’r) | Cox, Robert 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | Cranborne, Viscouat 


Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Banbury, Frederick George | Crean, Eugene | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell | Cripps, Charles Alfred Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G, 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | Crombie, John Willian 


Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) | Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Bartley, George v. ‘'s Curran, ‘thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Curzon, RtHnGN.(Lane,8.W.) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 








| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | Heaton, John Henniker 
Beckett, Ernest William Davitt, Michael | Helder, Augustus 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Dillon, John Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Biddulph, Michael Donelan, Captain A. Henderson, Alexander 
Bill, Charles Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Birrell, Augustine Drage, Geoffrey Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Blake, Edward Drucker, A. | Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. | Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford Dunn, Sir William | Hobhouse, Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- nig” Gen. Sir James B. | Hogan, James Francis 
Boulnois, Edmund Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) | Holburn, J. G. 
Broadhurst, Henry | Fardell, Sir T. George Holden, Sir Angus 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward Holland, Hon. Sal Raleigh 
Brookfield; A. Montagu | Fergusson,RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r) | Hornby, William Hen-y 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) | Horniman, Frederick ‘ohn 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Finch, George H. Howard, Joseph 
Burns, John Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne Howell, William Tudor 
Butcher, John George Fisher, William Hayes Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) | FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- | Hudson, 
Campbell, J. M. H. (Dublin) | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Fletcher, Sir Henry 

| 


George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Carew, James Laurence Folkestone, Viscount Jeffreys, Arthur F. 
Carlile, William Walter | Forster, Henry William | Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward | Forwood, Rt. Hn. Sir A. B. | Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) | Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Fry, Lewis | 
Cecil, Lord H. “ee | Galloway, William Johnson | Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU. 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | Garfit, William Kitson, Sir James 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. L Bla ) Gibbons, J. Lloyd Knowles, Lees 

Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | Lafone, Alfred 

Channing, Francis Allston Giles, Charles Tyrrell | Langley; Batty 


Jones, W. (Carnarvoasnire) 
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Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry H. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 


Billson, Alfred 

Brunner, Sir John T. 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
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Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald .Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Uharles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone,W.) 
Seton-Karr, Hen 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M@.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 


NOES. 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 


| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA(Qu’n’sC.) 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKenna, Reginald 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Parnell, John Howard 


| Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 


Pinkerton, John 
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Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Tomlinson, W. E. _ 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warkworth, Lord 
Wayman, Thomas 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wedehouse, Edmd. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJ'l'(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tuite, James 

Walton, J. L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Tully, 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 21, after the word ‘the,’ omit the 
words ‘use and.’”"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not 


know how the Government proposed to 
regulate the speed of bicycles, but he 
understood the Government proposed ai 
an early stage of the Bill to introduce 

the words “bicycle, tricycle, velocipede, 
or other similar machine.” The result, he 
took it, would be that they would make 
regulations for the use of the bicycle by 
one man, and for the use of the tricycle 
by another. He contended that he ought 
not to be compelled to use a tricycle if 
he chose to use a bicycle; or he might 
want to use a perambulator; but the 
clause as it was proposed left him no 
option. Therefore, it did appear to him 
that these words “the use” in line 21, 
page 21, were absolutely and utterly 
superfluous. He trusted his right honour- 
able and learned Friend the Member for 
North Tyrone would explain the meaning 
of the term. Was a man to ride a par- 
ticular saddle, or to use a spring frame? 
What meaning could they possibly attach 


{7 Jury 1898} 


| 


| to these words: 
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“for regulating the use 
of a machine.” It might mean that they 
were not to use their machines between 


one and four o’clock in the afternoon. 





Or a regulation might be brought in with 
respect to ladies riding machines. The 
regulation thus introduced might confine 
people to the use of their machines in 
May. They were the strangest words it 
was ever his experience to see in this 
qualification. They seemed to have been 
introduced without the smallest con- 
sideration by the right honourable and 
learned Member for North Tyrone, and 
words of this kind were really of most 
dangerous import and should be avoided. 
He would also point out that the English 
of “regulations for regulating the use 
of” was very bad; so that, both on the 
point of draughtsmanship and of utility, 


he submitted that such words were 
| inadmissible. 
Question put— 
“ That the words ‘the use and’ stand part 
of the proposed clause.” 
The House divided:—Ayes 283; 


Noes 48.—(Division List No. 192.) 


AYES. 


N.E.) 





Abraham, William (Cork, 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline F. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, J. G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-( Hunts) 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’}) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 





Blundell, Col. 
VOL. LXI. 


Henry 


[FourtH Szxzzs.] 


| Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.} | 


Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


H 


Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 
Cozens-Hardy, H. Hardy 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 


| Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 


| Doogan, P. 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Gen. Sir James B. 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manc’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir E. (Berwick) 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Franci? 
Holburn, J. G 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Hornby, William Herry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Hutchinson,Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
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Jones, W. (Carnarvonshir2) | 
Kemp, George 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 

Long, Col. U. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowles, John | 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir J. 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
MacNeill, John Gordon §S. 
McEwan, William 
McKillop, James 
Maddison, Fred. 





Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maple, Sir John Blundell | 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Marks, Henry Hananel | 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir 8S. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. ) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
et a Willans 
Brien, P. J. (Tipperar 
Oldroyd, Mark sla 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) ~ 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


NOES. 


Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carvill, P. G. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 





Daly, James 
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Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 


| Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert. (Perth) 
Walton, J. L. (Leeds, 5.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Wayman, Thomas 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-under-L. ) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts): 
Williams, J. Powell (Birn.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt.HonC. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, KE.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) O’Connor, J 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA(Qu'n'sC.) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles | 
Morris, Samuel 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Wm. 


Price, 


Shaw, C 


Another Amendment proposed— 


and | 


velo- 


21, between ‘of’ 
‘bicycles, tricycles, 
"—(Mr. 


“To insert in line 
‘machines’ the words 
cipedes, and other similar.’ 

Mr. T. 


M. HEALY: Sir, I protest 
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O’Connor, ao (Donegal) 
(Wicklow, 
Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 
Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) | 
Schwann, Charles E. | 
E. (Stafford) 
Strachey, Edward 


| 


Atkinson. ) | 
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Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tuite, James 

Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


W.) 





TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Tully. 


away from county councils power to regu- 
late traffic within the:r own streets in their 
own city. Sir, I am amazed at the Govern- 
ment proposing such a reactionary and 
restrictive Amendment as this clause. Is 
this to be the law now, that every other 


against the right honourable Gentleman | class of vehicle can go at any pace it 
| likes through the streets cf a city except 


interposing with an Amendment of this 
kind at this stage. I cannot see any good | 
whatever in proposing an Amendment of 
this character to the clause. It is most 
unusual, I respectfully submit, for words 
of this kind to be introduced by a Mem- 
ber of the Government without notice. 
The Government, as I understand, 
accepted this Amendment upon given 
terms. No doubt they considered the 
Amendment. And what have they done 
with our Amendment! What they do is 
this: they put down our own words, if 
they adopt the principle of our Amend- 
ments, and then we have the advantage 
of seeing on the Paper what it is the 
Imperial Government propose. But the 
course on this Amendment is this. They 
take it up in patchwork fashion and 
cobble it into shape. There is a great 
deal to be said for leaving this clause as 
it is, and I am strongly in favour ot 
leaving it as it is, and I will give the 
House the reason why. As the clause 
stands at present, the councils of the 
county boroughs will obtain power to 
regulate the speed of all machines—I 
think a most desirable power to give to 
those county boroughs. Why am I to be 
ridden over by an outside carriage at a 
speed of 15 miles an hour? Is it not most 
essential that power should be given to 
regulate machines of this character? is 
it not most desirable to give county coun- 
cils the power to regulate vehicular traffic 
in their own districts? And here is the 
right honourable Gentleman striking a 
blow at local government under the name 


of a Local Government Bill by taking 


| 





the bicycle? The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for North Tyrone, at all 
events, was consistent, because his pro- 
posal was, Sir, to deal with the bicyclist 
in the first sub-section of his clause. Am 
I not right in that? And, having dealt 
with the bicyclists, and disposed of them 
in his first sub-section, his second sub- 
section was drawn in order to meet the 
general question of vehicular traffic. That 
was his proposal; and, now, Sir, what 
the Government propose to do is this— 
to make a kind of consolidation clause—- 
consolidation worse confounded—by pro- 
posing not to deal simply with vehicular 
traffic at all, but to confine the restric-- 
tion to the case of the bicycles. We all 
know how the courts will consider this 
clause. They will do it in this way. W: 
shall be told by the courts that all other 
vehicles can go at any speed they like, 
and that will be plain warning to the 
hackney car man that he can drive 
through the city at any speed he likes, 
and that there is no one to restrict his 
pace. That is the suggestion of Her 
Majesty’s Government. I agree, if you 
take the case of Dublin, Dublin is pro 
vided for as regards the entire metro- 
politan area by the general law, which 
forbids any horse or car, or any vehicle 
whatever, to go at more than eight miles 
an hour. But the moment you leave 
Dublin and go into the other cities of 
Ireland, there is no such provision to 
regulate the traffic at all. I would respec- 
tively submit to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to leave the clause as it stands. if 


H 2 





Local Government 


215 


they leave it as it stands it will have this 
very important effect—it will enable 
these bodies, for instance, to regulate the 
speed of tram cars. At the present time 
two Committees of this House have been 
considering the speeds of electric trams 
in the city of Dublin; and there is a 
most valuable proposal by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
North Tyrone, which would undoubtedly 
save the House these long inquiries that 
it undertakes in regard to tramway Bills. 
Sir, I do suggest, therefore, that the 
clause might very fairly be left to stand 
as itis. In the case of Belfast it is very 
well known they are considering at the 
present moment the question of tramway 
speed. It has been decided that 
“machine” includes a bicycle of any kind, 
and I presume the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
Tyrone, in using the word “machines,” 
did so in consequence of the decisions 
that had been given regarding the use of 
that word. Then, Sir, may I ask the 
Government if they would say how the 
county borough is to provide for the case 
of committing a nuisance? That is the 
clause. Of course, no doubt, the words 
have been well considered by the honour- 
able and learned Gentleman the Member 
for Tyrone; but I do say that sro 
far as the bicycles are concerned, they 
are somewhat ill-chosen. No doubt if you 
leave the words in—if you are contented 
—the word “nuisance” may have some 
application; but if you limit the 
clause, and as the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes, by inserting 
“bicycles, tricycles, or velocipedes,” | 
cannot conceive any phrase more 
inapplicable to those machines than the 
word “nuisance.” Therefore I say it does 
seem to me to be a somewhat tangled 
clause, and that it has not received the 
consideration which it is entitled to, and 
which it would have received if the 
draftsman who generally acts for the 
Government had not been displaced by 
the right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man. In these circumstances I would 
appeal again to the right honourable 
Gentleman to leave the clause as it 
stands. Much has been said, but I am 


anxious to save the time of the House, as 
we have a great deal to do this evening. 
But it does appear to me that Her 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 216 


Majesty’s Government are reckless about 
the way they spend time. We have given 
the Government a promise that we will 
pass the Bill in six days, and they seem 
determined to spend that time consider- 
ing Amendments of private Members to 
which no adequate consideration has been 
given. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): 
I should be very glad if the right 
honourable Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland would give the House 
some idea of what is meant by the words 
“or other similar machines.” That is a 
very indefinite sort of phrase, and, if 
adopted, would allow magistrates a very 
wide discretion as to what “ other similar 
machines” are. I do not know, but, per- 
haps the right honourable Gentleman 
intends to include a bath-chair, or, per- 
haps, a cradle. I should also like to ask 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, or the 
Attorney General for Ireland, when they 
expect to bring this Bill into reasonable 
shape? Since the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland has led the House on the bicycles 
and tricycles he has certainly taken his 
supporters over a zig-zag path. The House 
is in such a difficulty that sometimes the 
right honourable Gentleman does not 
know where he is himself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman must confine him- 
self to the Motion before the Chair. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR: Sir, I rise, 
not for the purpose of occupying the time 
of the House, but I think the right 
honourable Gentleman ought to give us 
some idea as to what these “other 
similar machines” are. For my part, I 
should very much like to know what they 
mean. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The words are 
taken from the English Act, and are pro- 
posed in order to carry out an arrange- 
ment arrived at. 


Mr. TULLY: I wish to understand 
from the right honourable Gentle- 
man what this Amendment exactly 


conveys. Do the words “regulating the 
use and speed of bicycles, tricycles, 
velocipedes” mean that people using 
them must pass an  examinatior 
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before they are allowed to ride on 
the public street? That is the law on the 
Continent, that any lady or gentleman 
wishing to ride a machine on the publi: 
street must pass an examination to 
satisfy the chief of police. What 
guarantee have we, if inserted, that a 
similar test may not be applied in Ire- 
land? 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I rise 
for the purpose of asking my Friends on 
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this side of the House not to force us 
through the Division Lobbies any more. 
I think the Government are disposed to 
treat us in a fair manner. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted in the 
proposed clause.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 298 ; Noes 
44.—(Division List No. 193.) 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hen. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Barry, F. T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Biddulph, Michael 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, A. Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robt. (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt, Hon. Henry 


AYES. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


| Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) | 


| Davitt, Michael 


Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Curran, Thos. (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Col. Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 


Denny, Colonel 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 


| Donkin, Richard Sim 


| Drucker, A. 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 





Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Forwood, Rt. Hoa, Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 





Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon, Herb. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(StG’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edw. (Berwick) 
Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Fredk. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, George 
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Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Langley, Batty 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) | 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'}) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacDonnell,Dr.MA(Qu’n’sC.) | 
MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 
McEwan, William 
McKillop, James 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Depsiozd) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
‘Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Carvill, P. G. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Daly, James 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. J. (Wexford) 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to move to 
omit the word “nuisance,” and I feel 
quite sure the Government will accept 
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| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Richardson, J. (Durham) 
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Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, P. (Kilkenny) 


Oldroyd, Mark 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 


Parnell, John Howard 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pinkerton, John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 





Rentoul, James Alexander 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) | 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
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Seton-Karr, Henry 
NOES. 


Jones, D B. (Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, §.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
McLeod, John 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. C. William 
O’Connor, A. (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Price, Robert John 





Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Amendment which the right honourable 
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Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbvsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J.. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Wayman, Thomas 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L,) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby dé Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, EK.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Randell, David 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tuite, James 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 


TELLERS FOR THE NorEs— 


Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Tully. 


The 


that. Upon the whole, I think that word | Gentleman (the Attorney General for 
might go. 


Ireland) has given notice of comes first. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 22, after the word ‘borough,’ insert 
‘and the carriage of lights on such machines, 
and the warning of approach to be given by 
persons using the same.’”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Now we have come 
to a difficult portion of this clause, and 
it has not become a question whether or 
not wemight persuade the right honour- 
able Gentleman to withdraw the clause, 
so that we can have an opportunity of 
considering the words of the clause. This 
is a penal clause to be administered by the 
magistrates and enforced by the police, 
who are in the hands of that department. 
The right honourable Gentleman is pro- 
posing the adoption of words to enforce 
a law which has not been even before the 
House upon the Paper. I do think this 
is most unfair, most unusual, and most 
unbusinesslike, because words of this 
kind may have the most impor- 
tant effect upon Ireland, and it is not 
right in a penal clause like this that 
words should be put before the House of 
Commons without due notice. I myself 
have been unable to follow the words or 
take down the Amendment which has 
been moved by the Attorney General for 
Ireland. Is that the way, Mr. Speaker, 
that you are going to do business in this 
House! If so, you are imperilling the 
liberty of the subject without giving 
notice of the words which are to be 
inserted, and the subject is to be placed 
in peril without having the words before 
the House. [Laughter.| It may be a 
laughing matter with honourable Gentle- 
men opposite, but those who have to deal 
with magistrates and policemen, most of 
whom are hostile to the people, do not 
think that it is a laughing matter. I 
venture to prophesy, Mr. Speaker, that 
some of the gentlemen who are advocat- 
ing this clause will suffer sorrow by get- 
ting in contact with the policemen from 
something that has nothing to do with 
bicycling. I think the Government 
might reasonably be asked, through the 
right honourable Gentleman, to postpone 
this clause until we have an opportunity 
of seeing his words upon the Paper. It 
is not an unusual demand to make. I 
was unable to follow the words of the 
right honourable Gentleman, and he has 
no doubt been closeted in the Lobby 
engaged in drafting these words; but we 
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were not called to that conference; and 
I think we should have had the oppor- 
tunity of seeing the words upon the 
Paper, or have been taken into consulta- 
tion as well as the right honourable 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
North Tyrone. I cannot see why the 
pilotage of this clause should not have 
been taken in hand by the Government, 
and I cannot see why the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for North 
Tyrone should have been placed in that 
very important position by 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not in order in 
discussing that point. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, I think the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for North Tyrone should really have 
given us the advantage of his counsel in 
respect to these words which have been 
proposed. If you search this Bill from 
top to bottom there is not a single penal 
clause in the Measure, and now the right 
honourable Gentleman, by words which 
we have not seen before, proposes to 
make this alteration by the addition of 
a penal clause, and in taking that course, 
in a Bill which had been generally cheer- 
fully received, I am bound to say that 
I am surprised that the Governmeni 
should have imported, at the request of 
my right honourable Friend, this clause, 
and why they should have accepted this 
foreign importation into the Bill I fail to 
conceive. But, having done so, co give 
us these words upon the Paper. The 
right honourable Gentleman may 10 
doubt think that they are good, but even 
the most choice words sometimes are 
none the worse for a little criticism in the 
House. Therefore I do appeal to the 
right honourable Gentleman for the post- 
ponement of this clause, because there 
are a number of important topics to be 
dealt with. There is the question of 
summary conviction in the next clause, 
and a number of other questions as to 
what the nature of the penalty shall be. 
I do ask the right honourable Gentleman 
to allow us to have the clause on the 
Paper as a whole, and I appeal to him 
to give us these words; and if he will I 
will therefore ask him to withdraw the 
clause and bring it up again on Monday 


next in a non-contentious shape. 
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Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): As 1 
understand the question, an arrangement 
was come to by general consent, that the 
discussion upon this stage of the Bill 
should be completed upon the 18th of 
this month. A great many most impor- 
tant matters have yet to be dealt with 
as evidenced by the large number of 
Amendments on the Paper, and if the 
arrangement for this Bill is to be com- 
pleted in its present stage altogether by 
the 18th of this month it does seem to 
me rather a pity to take up time discuss- 
ing this point when there are so many 
other matters of greater importance, the 
discussion on which must necessarily be 
curtailed if the undertaking that the Bill 
is to be through on the 18th is to hold 
good. With regard to the merits of this 
clause I agree with the honourable 
Gentleman who spoke last to this extent, 
that it would, in my opinion, have been 
a great deal better if the Government 
had, with due notice to everybody con- 
cerned, taken charge of this matter them- 
selves. But certainly, as the clause 
stands, as one interested very much in 
cycling, and having had a number of 
communications from other people, and 
from many organisations interested in 
cycling, I weleome the change which 1s 
being made, because it is not only, in my 
opinion, in the interests of the public, 
but it is absolutely in the best interests 
of those who enjoy the sport of cycling. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): I 
quite agree with the honourable Member 
who has just spoken that it is a pity 
that the time of the House should be 
wasted in reference to a matter of so 
little importance. But while I agree 
with that I wish to say that this clause 
which has been inserted or accepted by 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland is a whole 
Bill in itself, and it is, moreover, a 
coercion Bill, and a Bill which the right 
honourable Gentleman himself knows 
verv well was very much opposed by 
Members on these benches, and now 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary has accepted a 
clause which embodies principles 
which he knows very well himself 
were hotly contested by honourable 
Members from Ireland. I do not think it 
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and it would allow us to get on to the 
business, if this clause were postponed. 
I support the request of the honourable 
and learned Member for North Louth. 1 
do think that there are many 
contentious points in this clause that 
it ought to be held over till a more con- 
venient time, and I do hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will allow the 
House to get on with the Measure, and 
I am sure if he will only consent to with- 
draw the clause it will allow us to proceed 
with the business. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As | 
explained upon the Second Reading, the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Tyrone asked that this clause should 
form part of the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then why did you 
not put it down yourself? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Because | 
was anxious to see what the opinion of 
That portion of 
it—namely, the first clause, formed the 
substance of the Bill of last year. It is 
not true to say, as the honourable 
Member who has just sat down stated, 
that the Government were aware of the 
opposition to this clause. I for one 
generously accept it. If the opposition 
had been reasonable opposition I might 
have been able to accede to the honour- 
able and learned Member for Louth’s 
request. I cannot help thinking that 
the Opposition has not been reasonable, 
or I might have given way, but as it has 
not I cannot. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I only rise 
to say that I do not think, in the opinion 
of a very large majority of the Irish 
Members, this clause is favourably 
received. It is only fair, in view of what 
has been said from these benches to the 
right honourable Gentleman, to say that, 
as far as I have been able to gather, the 
views of the majority of the Irish Mem- 
bers are strongly in favour of this clause. 
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the House upon it was. 


Question put— 


“ That those words be there inserted in the 
proposed clause.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 271; Noes 
28.—(Division List No, 194.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W. 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, J. G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Kdward 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) | 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer ~ 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, RtHnG.N(Lanc,8.W.) 
‘Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
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Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | 
Daly, James ? | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 
Denny, Colonel 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- | 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. | 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
roschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Howard, Joseph 
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Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, George 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qn’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 


| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Phillpotts, Captain A. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pierpont, Robert 


Pinkerton. John 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hn. James (E. Kerry) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.} 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Wayman, Thomas 


Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) | 


Wedderburn, Sir William 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernoa- | 


NOES. 


Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Williams, J. P. (Birmingham) 
Willoughby de tresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Woods, Samuel 


Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.8. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 


Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Strachey, Edward 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


McKenna, Re 


Norton, Capt. 


Further Amendment proposed— 

“To omit the word ‘nuisance’ in line 22.” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Perhaps I 
may be allowed to say a word with 
regard to what the right honourable 
Gentleman has just stated, that he made 
a fair and reasonable proposition to me 
earlier in the evening which I declined 
to accept. I must enter a contradiction 
to that statement. What he suggested 
was that the right honourable Gentle- 
man should withdraw this clause, and 
that the Chief Secretary should bring it 
up again. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman is not speaking to 
the question before the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will simply move 
that the word “nuisance” be omitted. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In line 27 of the proposed clause, to leave 
out the word ‘summarily.”"—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Macaleese, Daniel 
McDermott, Patrick 

ginald 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Randell, David 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 





Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 

Tuite, James | 

Cecil William | TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
James O’Connor. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg leave to 
move the omission of the word “sum- 
marily.” I think we are entitled to know 
what is the exact nature of the proposal 
under this Bill. In all other penal 
clauses we have had the advantage 
of a First Reading, a Second Reading, a 
Committee stage, and a Third Reading. 
The only clause in this Bill dealing with 
penal matters is one which the Govern- 
ment propose to introduce containing the 
word “summarily.” It reads— 


“ Any person summarily convicted. of offend- 
ing against the regulations.” 


If I may point out that it will explain to 
him what is the meaning of the word. 
There is a curious distinction drawn 
which I think is not very apprehendable, 
and it seems to me that the word 
“summarily” is really not required. 
Now, Sir, owing to the first sub-clause 
being entirely omitted, you have these 
extraordinary words of perambulation put 
in. The author of these words might be 
able to explain them. For a long time 
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he has remained modestly silent, and the 
defence of his words has fallen upon the 
Attorney General for Ireland. I should 
be much obliged if he will tell us what 
is the meaning of the words. I do think, 
Sir, the Irish Members and the Irsh 
people will be somewhat startled to find 
that a Bill supposed to confer local govern- 
ment will put them under a bench of 
magistrates, not one of whom is appointed 
by the people in this portion of the 
Measure, and I would further point out 
that by a provision of the Bill itself 
in the borough of Kilkenny it proposes 
to abolish the borough magistrates as 
well. In the borough of Kilkenny it 
makes the borough magistrates county 
magistrates; therefore the result will 
be that all the popular magistrates will 
lose their jurisdiction under this Bill, 
whereas persons in Carrickfergus are 
apparently to remain county magistrates. 
I think “summarily” is a somewhat 
strong word, and I think, at all events, 
that there ought to be an appeal. a 
fine of 40s. in Ireland is a very serious 
matter, and I understand that when you 
fine a man 10s. he would have an appeal. 
There are very strong reasons why he 
should not give this power. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member is moving to omit the word 
* summarily.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would suggest 
that it would be only doing a fair thing 
to omit this word, for it will be unfair 
if this word is now to be retained in the 
clause. If the Government have a desire, 
which I am sure they have, to proceed 
with this Measure regularly and in order, 
they will withdraw this clause, and give 
us an opportunity of discussing it later 
on. I beg to move to omit the word 
“summarily.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have not ventured to intrude in 
these discussions on the Bill, except upon 
one or two occasions, but I venture to 
speak on the present occasion in order 
to respectfully make an appeal to the 
honourable and learned Gentleman. With 
regard to the word “summarily,” I 
think it is easy of interpretation, and it 
is understood to mean as under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, which I think 
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is a procedure which is perfectly well 
understood, and which gives the right of 
appeal. I think that is perfectly under- 
stood by everybody. I do hope, Sir, that 
the honourable and learned Gentleman 
will not press this Amendment, and | 
would respectfully put before him that 
great concessions have been made in 
deference to his opposition to the clause, 
and in view of the limited time given 
for the discussion of this Bill, by agree- 
ment on both sides of the House, I trust 
that the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man will feel that perhaps his opposi- 
tion to this clause has been sufficient for 
all practical purposes. I am sure as the 
clause has been modified and limited, as 
it now has been, even if the honourable 
and learned Gentleman has that anticipa- 
tion, at all events a large part of his 
objections must have been now mitigated, 
and I do trust that he will allow it to 
pass without any further discussion, and 
let us proceed with matters which 1 
think he will be the first to admit are of 
far greater importance. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I have never 
refused any appeal which the right 
honourable Gentleman the Leader of the 
House has made, because I have always 
found, in the course of public business, 
that he has treated even the humblest 
Member of this House since he became 
its Leader with uniform courtesy. There- 
fore. I will accede to his appeal, and will 
not press my opposition further. But { 
take leave to say that, from a constitu- 
tional point of view, nothing worse has 
been done in any Bill with which I have 
had to deal than to introduce in a 
Measure at this stage a clause dealing 
with penal matters which has never had 
a First Reading, a Second Reading, or 2 
Committee stage, and it is being inserted 
without us even knowing that the Govern- 
ment were going to accept it. 


Mr. Seryeant HEMPHILL: I may say 
that this clause about summary convic- 
tion is taken from the English Act. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the honourable 
Member for Louth ask leave to withdraw 
his Amendment? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes, Sir. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“ At the end of the proposed clause, to add 
the words— 

“ Bicycles, tricycles, velocipedes, and other 
similar machines are hereby declared to be 
carriages.” —( Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER 
W.): If the Government do not 
accept this Amendment of course 
I shall hardly feel justified in pressing 
it, and I may be told that there 
is no necessity for it, insomuch as a 
bicycle has been declared to be a carriage ; 
but I think in practice there is a real 
need for this Measure in Ireland, and I 
would point out that unless we have 
something of this kind a bicyclist has no 
claim at all to his right on either side 
of the road. It is not my intention to 
occupy the time of the House at any 
length, and I merely ask the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman if he will accept this 
most reasonable proposal. 


(Belfast, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What is the honour- 
able Member’s Amendment? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is to 
add— 

“Line 30, after the word ‘shillings’ insert 
the words ‘bicycles, tricycles, velocipedes, and 
other similar machines are hereby declared to 
be carriages within the meaning of the High- 
way Act.’” 

Mr. ATKINSON: I think that as 
bicycles have already been declared to be 
carriages they will be entirely in the same 
position. I cannot, therefore, accept 
this Amendment, because, as the honour- 
able Member will see, it is entirely un- 
necessary. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Under 
these circumstances I beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 


“That this clause be read a second time, and, 
as amended, added to the Bill.” 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next Amend- 
ment, standing in the name of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
North Tyrone, cannot be moved in the 
Report stage, but can only be moved in 
Committee. 


{COMMONS} 
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Another clause— 


“(1) It shall be lawful for the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, if he shall think fit, on the application 
of the county council of any county (including 
any county borough) to direct the Commis- 
sioners of Vilation to make a general revision 
or partial revision, at request of county 
council, of the valuation of all rateable tene- 
ments and hereditaments within any county 
union or borough; provided that where such 
direction is given with respect to a borough 
(whether a county borough or not) the revision 
shall extend to the whole of every union com- 
prising any part of such borough. 

(2) The Lord Lieutenant may by Order in 
Council make such rules and regulations as may 
be necessary or expedient for carrying out any 
such general revision, or for partial revision, at 
the instance of the county council, and for that 
purpose may adopt and modify the provisions 
of the Valuation Acts as to revision of valua- 
tion or incidental thereto..—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think this clause 
is a valuable one, and one which will have 
to be moved in the Committee Stage, be 
cause there is no machinery for 
the working of the clause in_ its 
present form, because I could not 
introduce such machinery in it at the 
present stage. I would respectfully make 
an appeal to the Government whether 
towns like Dublin, which feel very 
strongly on the question of valuation, are 
not entitled to have some procedure by 
which a valuation can be obtained. I 
am sure that the matter has not escaped 
the attention of the Government, and it 
has been before many Governments. 
Although I know that this Bill has taken 
up a great deal of the attention of the 
present Government, perhaps they have 
given some consideration to the question 
of providing some machinery which will 
meet the case, and do so in a more effec- 
tive manner that I have been able to do. 
I move pro forma that this clause be 
read a second time. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The whole 
question of valuation is surrounded by 
many difficulties, although I recognise 
that the object of the honourable and 
learned Member is a verv desirable one. 
I think it is impossible for the Govern 
ment to accept this clause, but when the 
Rill has been recommitted the Govern- 
ment will undertake to put down a clause 
for the consideration of the Committee, 
which T do not say will absolutely meet 
all the difficulties connected with the 
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question, but which will enable a valua- 
tion to be taken of a county borough. At 
all events, I think we shall be able to 
put down such aclause, although I will net 
promise that it will satisfy the honour- 
able and learned Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Under the circum- 
stances I beg to withdraw the clause. I 
put this clause down at the request of 
the Corporation of Dublin, and I think 
the answer of the right honourable 
Gentleman will give satisfaction to that 
body. 

Motion and 
drawn. 


clause, by leave, with- 


Another clause— 


“(1) It shall be lawful for the councils for the 
county of Dublin and county borough of Dublin, 
respectively, to license any theatre, room, or 
building within their respective counties for 
the performance of stage plays and other 
dramatic entertainments, such licence not to be 
in force for a longer period than one year from 
the granting thereof without being renewed, 
and while any such licence is in force it shall 
be lawful to perform stage plays and other 
dramatic entertainments, whether for reward 
or otherwise, in any theatre, room, or building 
so licensed, anything in the Act of the Parlia- 
ment of Ireland, of the twenty-sixth year of 
the reign of George the Third, chapter fifty- 
seven, intituled an Act for regulating the Stage 
in the city and county of Dublin, to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

“(2) Nothing in this section shall affect the 
power of Her Majesty, her heirs, and _succes- 
sors, to grant letters patent under the said 
Act..—(Mr. J. J Clancy.) 


*Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
beg to move this Amendment, and I do 
so at the request of the Dublin Corpora- 
tion. I may say that not only is the 
Corporation of Dublin interested in 
seeing this Amendment carried, but the 
other authorities in the suburban dis- 
tricts are equally interested. Sir, I do 
not intend to trespass upon tle time 
of the House at any great length, but it 
is necessary for me to say a few words 
in explanation of the clause in regard to 
the licensing of theatres. In the first 
place, I would refer to the law as existing 
in England, for the purpose of drawing 
attention to the contrast between the 
two countries in relation to this matter. 
As every lawyer who has gone into the 
subject knows, the English law, up to 
1832, practically restricted the per- 
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aoa of stage plays and other dra- 
matic performances to houses or theatres 
which were licensed by patent from the 
Crown. Since 1833, however, free 
trade in licensing theatres has been the 
rule in England. I believe there are 
still theatres in England which are 
licensed by patent from the Crown, but, 
even in the suburban districts, other 
theatres licensed by the local authori. 
ties exist and carry on business. I think 
the House will be rather surprised to hear 
that the system which was commenced to 
be abolished in 1832 in England is still 
in full force and _ effect in the 
city and county of Dublin. In the city of 
Dublin there are three theatres, every 
one of which is licensed by virtue of a 
patent from the Crown, obtained at very 


considerable expense—an expense of 
£200 or £300, and after lengthened 
inquiry. In the county of Dublin there 


is complete prohibition, and I wish to 
explain to the House how it comes to 
pass that that is the case. By an old 
Act of 1786, passed by the Irish Parlia- 
ment, it was expressly forbidden that 
any theatre in the city or county of 
Dublin should be opened, except those 
licensed by patent from the Crown, and 
the penalty for violating the law was 
£300 for each performance. Well, that 
law is exactly the law at the present 
moment, and I wish to modify it slightly. 
I do not propose to extend the 
operation of the clause to any part of 
Ireland except the city and county of 
Dublin. It is not necessary to do so. 
In Belfast, I believe, the Lord Mayor 
is the licensing authority, and in 
Cork I think the Cork Corporation is 
the licensing authority, but in all the 
rest of the country there is absolutely no 
law regarding this matter at all, with the 
result that anybody can set up anywhere 
theatres for the performance of stage 
plays. Well, Ido not want on this Bill to 
introduce a general change in the law. Ido 
not, in the first place, desire to do such 
a thing, because I am afraid it would 
tend to lengthen the discussion. I do 
not want, for my own part, to delay the 
progress of this Bill; there are a great 
many matters to discuss, and I should 
be sorry to take up time by attempting 
what I know the Government would 
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resist. Ido not want, therefore, a change 
in the law of Ireland, as a whole, regard- 
ing the licensing of theatres, and I may 
say that I do not want, in the second 
place, to injure any of the theatres in 
Dublin by proposing such a change in the 
law as would be likely to raise opposition 
by them in this House. I may say that I 
think gentlemen who live in Dublin, as 
I do, must feel considerable satisfaction 
that within the last six or seven months 
an enterprising firm have re-opened the 
Theatre Royal in that city, and have 
made it a very beautiful playhouse. It 
is certainly one of the finest theatres in 
the three kingdoms, and up to the pre- 
sent time nothing but high-class plays 
have been produced at that house. I 
should, therefore, be sorry if anything 
were done to injure the present manage- 
ment of that theatre, although, at the 
same time, I must protest against the 
idea that any theatre has any vested 
rights outside the house in which it 
carries on its business. But my proposal, 
I contend, will not hurt a single theatre 
in Dublin. I will go farther, and say 
that not only will it not hurt any of the 
existing theatres in Dublin, but that pos- 
sibly, in the long run, it will very much 
help them. Now, the object of this 
Amendment which it is my desire to 
move is merely to enable amateurs to 
perform plays in Dublin, either for chari- 
table objects or for the purpose of amuse- 
ment, and especially Celtic plays, in the 
production cf which a large and increas- 
ing class of Irishmen are interested. It 1s 
strange, but true, that a statutory enact- 
ment is necessary to enable them to do so. 
A few months ago there was a society 
in Dublin called the Amateur Elocu- 
tionists’ Society, which applied for leave 
to perform a play in the Molesworth Hall 
in Dublin. Now, the Molesworth Hall 
is a hall which can contain only .about 
200 people, and probably I would exagge- 
rate if I said that a £10 note would be 
the amount of the proceeds ; in all proba- 
bility it would not be so much, because I 
am sure the performers on the stage 
would probably have their own particular 
friends there free. An application was 
made to have this performance, and the 


Mr. Clancy. 


Local Government 


{COMMONS } 








(Ireland) Bill. 236 


House will probably be interested to hear 
the answer. This was the answer— 


“Chief Secretury’s Office, Dublin Castle. 
“Jan. 22nd, 1890. 

“ Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant 
to acknowledge your letter, asking on behalf of 
the president and couneil of the Association of 
Elocutionists for permission to give a dra- 
matic performance in the Molesworth Hall, on 
the 25th inst., and to inform you that His 
Excellency is advised that he has no power to 
give the permission asked for.” 


Well, it appears that the Great Seal oi 
Ireland could not be used on this occasion 
in order to get permission to perform cn 
this single occasion a single play in the 
Molesworth Hall, which probably would 
not contain 10 or 12 paying members in 
the audience. The promoters of the 
entertainment would actually have to zo 
before the two honourable and learned 
Gentlemen whom I see opposite—the 
Attorney General and the Solicitor 
General for Ireland—and state their 
case ; and perhaps at the end of three or 
four months they might or might not 
get a favourable decision. That case is 
not the only one. There was another 
case of a bazaar, for some Protestant 
charity, which was known by the compre- 
hensive title of “Cosmos.” There was 
an application in that case for leave to 
perform a one-act play, which would 
have lasted exactly a quarter of an hour. 
It was absolutely found impossible to 
get permission to perform that one-act, 
quarter-of-an-hour play, and I believe the 
attempt was given up. That is not the 
only fact I could mention, and I am 
sure the Attorney General who is oppo- 
site will be interested in listening to 
one other fact, which I will mention, not 
for his information, but to refresh his 
memory. A few years ago, in the 
Mechanics’ Institute of Dublin, a gentle- 
man named McNally thought he would 
get up some amusement for the members 
by organising a play, to be performed 
in a room in that institute, under the 
name of “The Spirit of the Lake, the 
Squire, the Valet, and the Mermaid.’ 
Now, I am not well acquainted with 
theatrical literature, and I cannot say 
whether this is a famous play or not; 
but, at all events, Mr. McNally and his 
fellow-members of the institute deter- 
mined to have that play, and they played 
it for a certain number of nights. I do 
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not know at whose instance it was that 
action was taken, but Mr. McNally was 
sued solemnly in the High Court of Jus- 
tice, under the old Act of 1786, for penal- 
ties amounting to a total sum of £10,789 
14s. 3d. I notice there two names at 
the bottom of this serious document, and 
probably one of them will be recognised 
by the right honourable Gentleman who 
sits on the Treasury Bench. One signa- 
ture is that of Mr. Ernest G. Swift, and 
the other is that of Mr. John Atkinson. 
I do not know whether Mr. McNally paid 
any attention to that writ, but I rather 
fancy he did not. I believe he let 
judgment go by default, and judgment 
was solemnly entered against him. I am 
aware that nothing was recovered and 
nothing was gained at all, except the 
contempt of the public for the law and 
for the administrators of the law who 
drew this document and filed this infor- 
mation. Now, I contend that cases like 
this are really ridiculous, and ought to 
be prevented, and that it is high time 
to stop this nonsense and to allow occa- 
sional performances in the city of Dublin. 
I said just now, in moving my Amend- 
ment, that I did not desire to make a 
change in the general law of licensing 
theatres. I do not propose any enact- 
ment devoted to the whole of Ireland, 
because I know that it would be outside 
the scope of the Bill, and that, of course, 
I could not carry it. I do not want, I 
repeat, to do any injury whatever to the 
existing theatres in Dublin, and conse- 
quently if the Government think that 
this new clause would have this effect 
of injuring the existing theatres in 
Dublin, I would propose to amend this 
clause very slightly by inserting before 
the word “performance,” in the third 
line, the word “occasional.” I may say 
at once that I have in contemplation 
only the allowance of stage plays for 
charitable objects, such as in the beauti- 
ful new town hall at Rathmines, the 
town hall at Kingstown, and the town 
hall at Black Rock, or in any other town- 
ships round about Dublin, in which we 
hope to have town halls erected before 
long. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the clause would 
eo much further than the honourable 
Member intended and beyond his avowed 
object. There were three patent theatres 
in Dublin, and the patentees had been 
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required to conform to certain strict 
conditions. Thousands of pounds 
had been spent on Dublin theatres 
by holders of patent rights on the 
faith that those rights would not 
be arbitrarily interfered with. 
At the same time, we shall remove the 
apprehensions of the executors of the 
performances, if the honourable Member 
will accept the suggestion to set down a 
clause which will deal with this matter. 


*Mr. CLANCY asked to be allowed to 
say afew words. He accepted the com- 
promise which had been suggested by 
the right honourable Gentleman, but he 
might say the argument that was ad- 
vanced now was the same as that which 
was advanced in 1832. The Licensing 
Act was disregarded in 1832 and 1843. 
The state of the land in England was 
just the same now as it was then, but if 
the right honourable Gentleman under- 
took to insert a clause to the effect he 
had suggested he was quite content. 


Mr. W. REDMOND was glad to hear 
the right honourable Gentleman had 
taken the course which he had, which, in 
his opinion, was a very fair one. It 
would be very unfair to the gentlemen 
in Dublin who had taken these theatres, 
and invested their capital in them, upon 
the faith that the law would continue the 
same as it had when they put their 
money into them, if the law was altered. 
The theatres in Dublin were excellently 
managed, and gave the greatest satis- 
faction to the public. 


Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
entirely endorsed what had been said by 
the honourable Members who had _pre- 
ceded him, who had accepted the offer of 
the right honourable Gentleman. But 
he wished to point out that the Amend- 
ment was put down by reason of the 
Amateur Dramatic Society of Dublin, 
which was in the habit of encouraging 
amateur performances, found a difficulty 
in carrying on dramatic performances, 
principally for charitable purposes, in the 
Town Hall of Black Rock; they had 
done so, but encountered police diffi- 
culties. Had those difficulties not arisen, 
it would not have been necessary to move 
the Amendment. He thought the diffi- 
culty had, however, been met by the 
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proposal of the right honourable Gentle. 
man, and he hoped in the future diffi- 
culties would not be put in the way of 
amateur performances organised for 
charitable purposes. These people did 
not wish to enter into competition with 
the legitimate theatres, but in Dublin a 
very strong feeling existed in the matter, 
and he himself had received deputations 
asking him to move the Amendment. 


Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 
Another clause proposed— 


“ Stamp duty shall not be payable in respect 
of any receipt given by any body created under 
this Act, or any contract with or between any 
such body.”"—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Amendment 


is, substantially, the law already. 
The right honourable Gentleman 
seems to be in doubt about it. 


I will explain why I take this view 
that it is the law: my Amendment is 
very little more than the existing law. 
According to the existing law no receipt 
is required for poor rate in Ireland; in 
fact, it is not poor rate at all; it has 
been previously known as county cess. 
Therefore it follows that the rate which 
will be known hereafter as poor rate 
will be free from stamp duty, and no re- 
ceipt for poor rate—even though it be only 
technically a poor rate—may be stamped. 
The contracts for works, now excluded 
by the grand jury, are exempted from 
stamp duty. Therefore, the only matter 
in respect of which this clause will work 
will be for contracts such as those made 
by boards of guardians or some such 
body. Here is another difficulty: a 
corporation, because it is a corporation, 
must make its contract under seal, and, 
by an absurd provision of the law, it 
requires a 10s. stamp. It appears to 
me that the Government are bound by 
either one of two things—either the 
contracts made by a county council need 
not be under seal, which will save the 
ratepayers 9s., or else the contracts can 
be freed from this stamp duty. It may 
be said, what claim is there for remitting 
the stamp duty in cases of this kind? 
The claim is that it is a labourers’ con- 
tract, or for work done under the Sani- 
tary Acts. They are largely labourers’ 
contracts. Therefore, for the mere sake 
of making the law regular and uniform, 
it is most desirable that Amendments 
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like this should be accepted. Of course, 
it is very unfortunate that the Treasury 
took strong views in regard to this 
matter ; therefore the Treasury may not 
be in a position to accept my Amend- 
ment. That is simply because the 
Treasury do not understand it; 
they did not hear the matter 
argued, they simply instructed the 
head office that this Amendment was 
not to be accepted. Yet I cannot con- 
ceive that the Government could oppose 
an Amendment of this kind. A town 
commission can make contracts not under 
seal. It can make contracts by any 
two of its members; therefore, instead 
of a 10s. stamp, they only require a 
6d. stamp. Is it not absurd to say 
that one contract should require a 10s. 
stamp and another a 6d. stamp? That, 
to my mind, brings the law into discredit, 
and it does not bring inte the Treasury 
any large sum of money. ‘I am sure the 
Government can see no answer to my 
demand that the county council shall 
be able to make a_ contract without 
requiring a seal. There is no value in 
sealing-wax at all, except this, that if 
you put on a bit of ‘sealing-wax it requires 
another 10s. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said _ the 
Government was not able to accept the 
Amendment. He thought that the 
exemptions the honourable and learned 
Gentleman had mentioned were of very 
ancient date: one such exemption was, if 
he was not mistaken, under the Public 
Health Act of 1878. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would not 
press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


New clause proposed— 


“The proceeds of any licences payable under 
the Dublin Hackney Car and Carriage Act 
shall, after the passing of this Act, be paid to 
the corporation of Dublin.”"—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I must say that 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
given great care and attention to 
this Bill, and I think he will, 
in principle, accept this Amendment. 
Let me call attention to one or two 
facts. The Government get from Dublin 
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by means of the existing rate of 8d. 
in the £, in the metropolitan area, the 
sum of about £35,000 a year. Now, 
that is altogether outside the hackney 
car and carriage duty and outside the 
pawnbrokers’ licence duty. I will 
deal in a moment with the pawnbrokers’ 
licence, which is probably the most exira- 
crdinary case in the. United Kingdom. 
Here are two taxes which have no 
parallel throughout Her Majesty's 
dominion. This 8d. tax, as I said, 
brings in £35,000 a year; therefore the 
city of Dublin contributes towards a 
force, in respect of which it has no power 
to appoint or remove a constable, the 
sum of something like £40,000 a year. 
Now take the case of Belfast. Belfast 
is a far richer city than Dublin, and it 
is a far more disturbed city than 


Dublin. There the police are constantly 
cn the move, and constantly  get- 


ting their heads broken. How much 
does Belfast contribute to the Royal 
Irish Constabulary! That city of 
great manufactures contributes _ to- 
wards the Royal Irish Constabulary 
the noble sum of less than £15,000 
a year. Not only is that true, 
but we have made recently a handsome 
gift to Her Majesty’s Government: we 
built Richmond Gaol at a cost of 
£120,000. The Government took over 
that gaol and converted it into a bar. 
racks, and the citizens of Dublin did not 
get one penny-piece of compensation ; 
while, on the other hand, we gave you 
Pigeon House Fort for a nominal sum, 
and when we required it back for our 
main drainage scheme you charged no 
less than £60,000. At the moment the 
Corporation of Dublin are carrying out 
a main drainage scheme for the greater 
health of the troops. The Royal bar- 
racks at Dublin were for years in a most 
insanitary condition, and you spent 
large sums on the barracks in order to 
bring them out of that condition. In 
1870 Her Majesty’s Treasury issued a 
peremptory mandamus to the Corpora- 
tion, telling them that if they did not 
carry out a main drainage scheme an 
Act would be passed taking the powers 
out of the hands of the Corporation, and 
calling upon the Board of Works to do 
it at the public expense. An offer was 
made by the Government of that day of 
a very large sum as a loan to the Cor- 


peration, An estimate was made that 
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the sum needed would be something like 
£900,000, and the Government them- 
selves were shocked at this large amount. 
Pressure was brought to bear by the 
Board of Works, and the Corporation 
came forward with a great scheme of 
sanitary reform which will take seven 
years to carry out, and the expense of 
which will have to be borne by a little 
town like Dublin, though the benefit is 
shared by the troops. What is it we 
are asking by this proposal of mine to- 
night! We are asking for the intercep- 
tion of two taxes, neither of which have 
any parallel in any city, not only in the 
United Kingdom, but in the habitable 
globe. You put on, first, 8d. in the £, 
which, I believe, is an unconstitutional 
tax, under the Act of Union, upon the 
metropolitan area, and not content with 
your &d. in the £ you, in addition, place 
the car and carriage tax on Dublin. The 
pawnbroking case is a worse case still. 
By an Act of Parliament intended to 
create a watch for the city of Dublin the 
sum of £100, Irish, was levied on the 
pawnbrokers within the metropolitan 
area in Dublin. The English Parliament 
was kind enough to step in, after the 
passing of the Act of Union, and, by 
a private Act, made it £100 Irish, 
thereby putting an increased tax upon 
the subject. You have no more claim 
to these sums than you have to the 
coats on our backs. That has no parallel 
in any country over which the British 
fiag flies. Why should Dublin pay more 
than Belfast. That city of riot and 
disorder pays £15,000 a year for its 
police, and poor, quiet-loving Dublin has 
to pay £40,000. The more shame on 
you for that. It is an extraordinary 
thing that we have to debate this matter 
without the presence of a single Treasury 
official. The right honourable Gentle- 
man has no answer to my case, histori- 
cally, financially, or comparatively. It 
is an extraordinary thing that he does 
not take up what I call the Irish view 
of the case and say to the Treasury that 
they ought to make this remission. Let 
me remind you of what the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said on Tuesday. He 
promised that if the Irish Secretary 
made any demand upon him he would 
be most happy to honour him. He 
led us to believe that. That was a 
statement in the House. Upon that 
the Government obtained a very 


I 





i 
x 
: 
4 
: 
; 
4 


Bos ae Aca pa 


et ass 


x 


Se SA aes 





Rr er ite nina tet Ar Foie temo 


243 Local Government 


large majority The right honourable 
Gentleman did not hear the speech of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Well, 
that is a great misfortune. There is 
a plain case for justice. This pawn- 
broking tax is not enforced in any other 
city in the kingdom, and neither is the 
hackney car duty. Every city is allowed 
to retain the tax themselves. I have 
given you most powerful reasons for say- 
ing that the Corporation of Dublin is 
entitled to an exemption and abate- 
ment. I will revert to the subject again 
and again, for the treatment of Dublin 
by the Government has been most un- 
handsome ; and I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman has failed in his duty 
as Irish Secretary in not representing 
this case to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. We do not know what goes 
on behind the scenes, but let him, I 
say, if he finds the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer does not yield, come forward 
in this House, and we will support him 
against the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with a result that will satisfy the House 
and force the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to yield. But the Irish Secretary, in- 
stead of speaking with an Irish accent, 
which, I think, he might very easily 
acquire by paying greater attention to 
the debates in this House, simply main- 
tains what I would call a Downing Street 
drawl. 

* Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the tax 
was, as the honourable Gentleman had 
said, not, indeed, remitted, but inter. 
cepted. So far as the Treasury was con- 
cerned the result would be the same, 
because, if this tax was no longer devoted 
towards the expense of the Dublin 
metropolitan police, it would have to 
be supplied from another source. The 
distinction drawn by the honourable 
and learned Member between a tax 
remitted and a tax intercepted did not 
appear to him to have very much force. 
If the Amendment was carried the result 
would be that the tax would go on. He 
could not undertake in the Local Govern- 
ment Bill that the present arrangements 
should be revised. Whether they ought 
to be revised or not was a matter on 
which he did not feel called upon to 
express an opinion. 

*Mr. CLANCY: It was not to be 
expected that the right honourable 
Gentleman would give way on this sub- 
ject. They never give way on the Trea- 
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sury bench, except under extreme pres- 
sure, and unfortunately we are not able 
to exert that extreme pressure. But, 
really, I thought myself that he must 
have taken heart of grace on this matter 
at least, because the tax which the hon- 
ourable and learned Member for Louth 
purposes to transfer to the Corporation 
is quite analogous to the produce of 
local license duties, which he, himself, 
has transferred by this very Bill to the 
local authorities in Dublin. (Con- 
sequently I really heard with amazement 
the right honourable Gentleman making 
a point of order that an Amendment 
of this kind was not to be moved. It 
was entirely analogous to his own pro- 
posal in this Bill. The precedent thereby 
established, I beg to warn the right 
honourable Gentleman, will be taken 
advantage of, and private Members wil! 
renew the attempt made tnis evening. 
On the last occasion on which this sub- 
ject was discussed in the House of Com- 
mons his reference to the matter was 
very disingenuous. He stated, in 
answer to a question, that these local 
license duties went in aid of local rates 
in Dublin, because they went to keep 
the metropolitan police. Nothing could 
be more mistaken. The arrangement 
between the Corporation and the Govern- 
ment is that the Government shall pay 
a certain stipulated proportion of the 
cost of the metropolitan police. I pre- 
sume that what every honest man took 
to mean by this is that they have to 
pay the stipulated proportion out of Im- 
perial funds. But they do not pay it 
out of Imperial funds ; they pay part of it 
out of this local fund and then, in addi- 
tion to that, they get the full proportion 
of 8d. in the £besides. I do not intend 
to be offensive, but I thought his 
reference to that subject the other night 
was extremely disingenuous, whether he 
knew it or not. The arrangement as 
carried out by the Government is abso- 
lutely dishonest. [“Oh!”] Who 
says, “ Oh! ”? If I were talking about 
a thing which the honourable Gentleman 
knew anything about I might accept 
that interruption, but I hear him inter- 
rupting on a subject of which he knows 
nothing at all. I suppose there is no 
use in discussing the matter any further. 
The right honourable Gentleman will 
not give way; and I assure him he has 
not heard the last of this by any means, 
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and that, Session after Session, attempts 
will be made to get justice done to Dublin 
in this matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am sorry the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is not pre 
sent to have the authorised Treasury view 
en the subject. I think he would have 
had some difficulty in getting up and 
defending the present arrangement. In 
the first place this tax does not exist in 
any part of the United Kingdom—so I 
am informed. In addition to that fact 
there is this further, that Dublin City, 
by a 8d. rate, contributes something like 
£35,000 towards the upkeep of the 
police, over the management of which 


they have no control whatever. I 
quite understand it being argued 
that Dublin should contribute some- 
thing to the upkeep of the police 
force, but the Dublin Corporation 
oucht to have some control over it. 


I trust that the Government will recon- 
sider this matter. 

*Tugz CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicxs Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): Mr. Speaker, this is not an ordi- 
nary Excise licence, for if it were. it 
would transferred under the Bill 
to the local authorities. It is a licence 
imposed under the Dublin Carriage Act, 
in which it was provided that a certain 
licence fee should be imposed in order 
that the expense incurred by the inspec- 
tion and licensing of cabs should be paid. 
That is the reason for the tax. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The corporation 
are willing to take it. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I daresay, but I do not 
think the corporation would do it as well. 
But, if honourable Members will allow 
me to explain, I will say that this is 
not, as they suppose, a matter confined 
to Dublin, but it is precisely a similar 
system to that which now exists in 
Londen. I think they will see that 
they cannot complain of unfair treat- 
ment in the matter. I have explained 
under what Statute the charge was made, 
and for what reason it was made, and 
as to the question of cost, I believe, 
roughly speaking, that the amount pro- 
duced is about as much as the system 
cost to maintain. Very well; but 
in the metropolis of London a precisely 
similar system exists, and the London 
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County Council have no more to do with 
the licensing of carriages than the Dublin 
Corporation have under this Act. The 
whole thing is done by the police, and 
the annual sum involved is ten times as 
much as in Dublin. As for the receipt 
from this licence in London, it goes, not 
to the London County Council, but 
in relief of the police  expendi- 
ture, which is borne by the Government. 
The amount is something like £36,000 a 
year, and it is paid on precisely a similar 
tax. and for a precisely similar reason 
that this tax is paid in Dublin. It is 
much in diminution of the actual 
cost of the police, and Dublin is upon the 
same footing as London in that respect. 


850 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What about the 
pawnbrokers’ tax which the right honour- 
able Gentleman mentioned? 


*THoe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: I did not know that that ques- 
tion had been raised. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I cannot reply, 
and I beg leave to withdraw my Amend- 
ment, but I assure the right honourable 
Gentleman that we take a very different 
view of the matter from that which he 
has put forward. 


Mc ytion 
drawn. 


and clause, by leave with- 





Another clause 


“ Nothing in this Act relating to the name 
by which any rate is to be known shall affect 
the existing qualification for the parliamentary 
franchise, and the non-payment of any rate 
Lond fide made for the relief of the poor, and 
not of any other rate, shall work a disqualifica- 
tion as heretofore, and the amount of such rate 
shall be separately shown on every demand 
note.’"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


This 


is an 
Amendment in regard to the fran- 
chise which I do not think the 
Government can refuse. The right 


honourable Gentleman admitted yester- 
day that this Bill deals with the Parlia- 
mentary franchise, and by an Amendment 
which he incorporated in his Bill he pro- 
vided that the power of electorate shall 
not be affected by a certain alteration 
of the register, Sir, the question now 
is this: are they really going to impose 
an additional disability on voters in 
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Ireland which is not at present imposed 
upon them, by doubling the rate, by in- 
cluding what is not the poor rate, but 
a county rate? That seems to me to be a 
very strong thing indeed to do anywhere. 
Throughout England, as I understand, it 
has never been suggested that anything 
but the payment of the poor rate 
should be made the qualifying or dis- 
qualifying right for the exercise of the 
franchise. This Bill for the first time 
conglomerates, under the name of the 
poor rate, other rates, the non-payment 
of which would be a disqualification, for 
the purposes of the Franchise Act. It 
is, of course, inevitable that that must 
be the result of the construction of the 
Statute. But that state of things, as I 
understand, does not exist in England. 
The right honourable Gentleman is well 
aware that it does not exist in England 
to the same extent, at all events, as may 
be the case here. I quite agree that 
there are rates which are not poor rates 
which are called poor rates, but I have 
never seen a decision that, by non-pay- 
ment of those rates, which were other 
than poor rates, the right of exercising 
the franchise was affected. You may say 
that it is not an inevitable conclusion 
under the Statute that by the non-pay- 
ment of rates other than poor rates 
the exercise of the franchise will in future 
be affected; but I think that is the 
inevitable conclusion. I may be wrong, 
but I gather from the intimation of the 
right honourable Gentleman that I am 
right. If it is admitted that I am right, 
it follows that you are now attaching a 
disqualification which never previously 
existed, and doing that by means of a 
Local Government Bill which never was 
intended to have that operation. This 
may have been done in the Parliament 
of 1867, which was not a democratic 
Parliament. It was a Parliament elected 
upon a very high franchise, and that 
Parliament required that payment of 
the poor rates should be a  quali- 
fying condition of the franchise. 
Are we now in a Parliament which has 
been returned upon the existing qualifica- 
tions going to allow the franchise to be 
affected because we are getting a Local 
Government Bill for a wholly different 
purpose? It seems to me a most 


reactionary proposal, for it will impose a 
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disability by requiring that the whole tax 
shall be paid in order to obtain the fran. 
chise. Observe the effect in the case of 
a man under £4. His poor rate is now 
paid by the landlord, but in future he 
will have to pay it himself, and if he 
gets any deduction his vote is gone. Ji 
will be the same with regard to the 
county cess, of which he only pays half. 
Therefore, I say this Bill strikes a blow 
at the franchise which it was never 
intended it should do. In the city of 
Derry, in Tyrone, and in all the Ulster 
constituencies, the effect of this Bill must 
be to diminish the vote in a substantial 
manner, and to practically affect the 
balance of Parties. My right honourable 
and learned Friend the Member for North 
Tyrone, who succeeded in getting a very 
small majority for his last Amendment, 
will find that it will have a far greater 
effect upon his career than any Amend- 
ment about bicycles. He resisted me a 
few moments ago, but I think I have 
now come substantially to his relief, and 
I trust he will show his gratitude accord- 
ingly. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable and learned Gentleman has 
told us that he must be either right or 
wrong, but I may be allowed to point out 
that if he was right in one part of his 
speech he was wrong in another. He is 
perfectly right in supposing that the pro- 
vision we have introduced into this Bul 
will cause a change, but, in spite of that, 
he is wrong in supposing that it does 
not include charges similar to those 
which in Ireland have been hitherto paid 
under the name of the poor rate. As a 
matter of fact, in order to obtain the 
franchise it is necessary in England that 
a person should pay the poor rate, which 
in county districts includes almost the 
whole of the rates. Therefore, so far as 
we are by this Bill making any change 
at all, we are doing very little else than 
assimilating the law of Ireland in this 
respect to that of England. But, Sir, I 
must ask the House to observe this. We 
propose in our Bill, and everybody 
admits that it constitutes a great boon, 
to consolidate the poor rate and the 
county cess, and we cannot consolidate 


under the head of poor rate. 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 


those two rates unless both are included 
If the 
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Amendment of the honourable and 
learned Member was to be accepted, it 
would be impossible to demand payment 
of the poor rate and the county cess. 
If the consolidation we propose isto e 
a real and true consolidation, we believe 
it is absolutely necessary that we should 
make the provision we have made with 
regard to the poor rate. Sir, I would 
remind the House of this one fact. At the 
present time the payment of a tax 
required in Ireland in order to qualify for 
the franchise is the poor rate; but, Sir, 
in future, the amount to be paid for the 
poor rate and the county cess taken 
together will be very much less than 
what is at present paid by the tenant. 
I think it is only fair to recollect that 
fact, and to recollect at the same time 
that we are only doing in Ireland what 
has long ago been done in England. Act 
after Act in England has included similar 
taxes in the poor rate, and in providing 
that that tax is to be paid in order to 
qualify for the franchise in Ireland, we 
are only following the precedent already 
established in England. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I quite 
agree with my honourable and learned 
Friend the Member for Louth, with whom 
I am in the most friendly relations, that 
this is one of the most important ques- 
tions we have to consider. Now, the Chief 
Secretary has very fairly and candidly 
admitted that the object of this Bill is 
to render it necessary in order to qualify 
for the franchise that the voter should 
pay not only the rate in support of the 
poor, but also the county cess. But that 
is an altogether new departure in Ireland 
from the registration law, and it is a 


most unjust and most unreasonable 
attempt to disfranchise a large propor- 
tion of the community. The right 


honourable Gentleman has referred to 
the franchise in England. I have care- 
fully looked over the Act of 1888, which 
is the model for this Act, and I cannot 
find in that Act anything at all equiva- 
lent to the consolidation of the poor’s 
rate and the county cess which appears 
in the present Bill. What is the effect of 
this clause? The occupying tenant will 
have to prove that he had paid the half 
of the county cess, and also tha‘ he has 
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paid half the poor’s rate in order to 
qualify him to be put upon the register, 
That is altering the whole foundatioa 
upon which the constituencies are entitled 
to send representatives to Parliament. I 
doubt very much, Mr. Speaker, whether, 
in the light thrown upon it by the admis- 
sion of the Chief Secretary, such an 
alteration is within the purview of this 
Bill at all, because it affects the general 
law of registration. As I have been 
reminded by my honourable and learned 
Friend, the northern constituencies of 
Ireland will, many of them, be prac- 
tically disfranchised. That may be a 
great benefit to some Gentlemen sitting 
on the opposite side of the House, but in 
regard to those who sit on this side, I say 
it is most unfair. I do not qualify the 
expression. I think it is most unfair and 
unjust to alter the whole of the repre- 
sentative system of Ireland by a side 
wind like this. Let it not be misunder- 
stood. The tenants in Dublin and other 
towns will now have to prove that they 
pay the whole of the consolidated rates. 
I happen to have present to my mind the 
case of a citizen of Dublin, who is not 
very far off from where I am now stand- 
ing, who pays in round numbers £35 for 
the municipal rate, and about £17 for 
the poor’s rate and water tax. Now, 
under this Bill, in order to entitle him to 
the franchise, he will have to prove that 
he has paid the whole £50 before the 
lst of January in any year, whereas at 
present he would only have to prove that 
he had paid the £17. In Dublin, and 
other places, the poor’s rate is not one 
moiety of what I may call this consoli- 
dated rate; and in the country it 
is practically the same thing. The tenant 
now has to pay half the poor’s rate in 
substance in order to qualify for the 
franchise. Well, we are not complaining 
of that, because we cannot deal with the 
question, although it has always been a 
blot upon the representative system of 
this country that it should be made 
auxiliary to the collection of the rates, 
because the right to send representatives 
to Parliament to express the will of the 
people, and to voice the opinion of the 
people, should be altogether independent 
of these fiscal arrangements for the main- 
tenance of the poor-house or any other 
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institutions. But the law is so. Those 
who have read the history of legislation 
in this country will know that for years 
it was contested that registration should 
be made merely an auxiliary of the pay- 
ments of the poor’s rate, but now we are 
going a step further. We are going to 
effect in this indirect way what I respect- 
fully submit to this House is a revolution, 
because we are saying that whereas 
hitherto it was only necessary to pay the 
poor’s rate in order to obtain the right 
to the franchise, you must henceforth 
prove payment of all rates necessary for 
the maintenance of roads and lunatic 
asylums and infirmaries, and various 
county authorities. I respectfully and 
most strongly appeal to the Government 
to accept this Amendment. The subject 
was mooted before on the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill, and I made a few observa- 
tions upon it, but I was then under the 
impression that although the words 
“poor’s rate” were used, the effect of the 
Act would be that the collector would 
discriminate the poor’s rate into its com- 
ponent parts, and that the liability of the 
voter would still remain the same, inde- 
pendent of pounds, shillings, and pence. 
I wish to state that there would be no 
difficulty in doing that, because the col- 
lector would only have to take the 
trouble of putting two columns in the 
manner with which we are familiar in 
Ireland, in order to distinguish the poor’s 
rate from the water rates and the police 
rates, and the other different constituents 
which make up the consolidated rate. 
What difficulty would there be? It would 
be a mere clerical matter. There is no 
magic in the words “ poor’s rate,” and 
there is no difficulty in discriminating 
between so much of this rate as would 
be equivalent to the old poor’s rate, and 
so much that was equivalent to the 
county cess and other rates. I do con- 
fess that, in my opinion, if this Bill 
now becomes law, and itis to be declared 
and understood that in order to qualify 
to be placed upon the list of voters you 
must prove the payment of the entire 
rates imposed by this Act, the grossest 
injustice will be done to Ireland, and it 
will create such a clamour as will com- 
pletely overwhelm any advantage that 
might be derived from this Measure; 
because, after all, whether we sit in this 
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Parliament or in a Parliament on College 
Green, what we prize and treasure most 
is the right of the people to send into the 
Senate their representatives to proclaim 
and, if possible, to remedy the grievances 
of their fellow-countrymen. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): It is obvious 
that if the Government pass this clause 
as it stands, they will make a serious 
change in the position of the ratepayer 
in regard to the 
chise. I have always thought that there 


Parliamentary fran- 


Was no necessary connection between the 
payment of rates and the right of the 
occupier to the Parliamentary franchise. 
At present the landlord pays a portion 
of the poor’s rate, and this clause will 
have the effect of disfranchising a large 
number of working men jin Cork who 
have paid their part of the rates regu- 
larly, and are entitled to the franchise. 
This Bill may disqualify them because of 
the non-payment of the consolidated rate, 
but, surely, it has been made quite clear 
that they ought not to be placed in a 
worse position with regard to the exercise 
of the franchise. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): Allow 
me to say that I think the rate 
payers must be placed in a worse position 
under this Bill than they have been in 
previously. The average poor’s rate is 
&dd. in the £, and the county cess 2s., 
which would be 2s. 8}d.in all. The rural 
ratepayer has to pay half that amount, 
ls. 44d., in order that he may qualify for 
the franchise, as against having to pay 
only &$d. previously. In fact, the rural 
ratepayer will have to pay double what 
he has had to pay in order that he may 
have the franchise, and I protest, in the 
strongest possible manner, against the 
rural ratepayers in the county which I 
represent having to pay double the 
former amount, even if the total is 
diminished by the consolidation of the 
rate, before they can obtain the franchise. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1 
do not intend to prolong this discussion, 
but I should like to have a further expla- 
nation from the right honourable Gentle- 
man, or from the Attorney General, 
as to the effect of this proposed change 
upon those whom I represent. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: All ratepayers 
in the county will be in exactly 
the same position, except for this, 
that the rural ratepayer will get 
the agricultural grant and the town 
ratepayer will not. It is quite obvious 
that, inasmuch as the county council will 
administer both the poor rate and the 
county cess, no person can have a vote 
unless he pays the conjoint rate. If the 
Parliamentary voter and the Irish Local 
Government voter have different qualifi- 
cations, it necessarily follows that there 
must be two revisions. Is it worth while 
to involve the delay and expense of find- 
ing out, first, who has paid the poor rate 
and who has paid the poor rate and 
county cess in addition? I submit that 
it is hardly necessary, for the sake of 
meeting the case of a comparatively few 
persons, to incur the cost of a double 
revision. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I must say 
that the argument of the Attorney 
General is a very remarkable one. It 
amounts to this: that there is no hard- 
ship upon rural districts, because of the 
assistance provided by the agricultural 
grant. Yes, Sir, but the towns are not 
benefited by this grant at all, and it is 
the areas which derive no benefit what- 
ever from the agricultural grant which 
the Government have selected to inflict 
this additional expense upon. A clause 
in the Bill provides that, whether a rate 
is analogous to county cess or not, the 
borough council can make that rate a 
poor rate, and consequently make the 
payment of it a condition of exercising 
the franchise. In other words, where 
there is a Conservative town council the 
Government provide it with a fresh 
weapon for disfranchising the 
Nationalist Party. Now, I can under- 
stand a proposal which would apply 
equally all over Ireland, and equally in 
rural districts, but to place this power 
in the hands of a particular corporation, 
and to make that corporation the judge 
of what should and what should not be 
essential for obtaining the Parliamentary 
franchise is the most startling proposal 
I have ever heard. When the proposal 
was introduced I confess that I took it to 
be merely introduced for the purpose of 
facilitating the collection of rates, and of 
making the business of town councils 
easy; but it is evidently a device for 
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the further disfranchisement of the 
Nationalist Party in cities like Dublin 
and Derry. I do not think that the 
Government can seriously contemplate a 
proposition of this kind, and I will only 
say, in conclusion, that, having carefully 
read the Amendment which has been 
placed on the Paper on the Report stage, 
it is, in my mind, calculated to make the 
Bill worse in this respect than it was 
before, because the effect of the con- 
solidated rate now proposed will be to 
make it harder for the poor to obtain 
the Parliamentary franchise. It seems 
to me a most iniquitous proposal, and I 
really am surprised that the Government 
should have introduced it in this Bill. 


Me. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green): I should like to say 
« word in opposition to this clause, but 
I would like, in the first place, to point 
out the fallacy which appears to exist 
in the minds of honourable Members 
opposite as to the effect in the city of 
Dublin of this clause, or, rather, of the 
proposal contained in the Bill itself. It 
seems to be the idea of the right honour- 
able and learned Gentleman opposite, the 
Member for North Tyrone, and also of 
some other honourable Members who 
spoke on the same side, that the effect 
of this clause in the city of Dublin will 
be to disfranchise a number of Nationalist 
voters. Let me say that, so far as this 
clause is concerned—and I speak against 
this clause from purely disinterested mo- 
tives—if it has any effect at all in 
that way, it will be to disfranchise the 
constituency which did me the honour 
to support me, and for this reason—I can 
give the actual figures to my honourable 
Friends opposite if they wish them—that 
in the three divisions cf Dublin 80 per 
cent. of the voters are half-occupiers, who 
do not pay one shilling of the rates; and 
in the St. Stephen’s Green division no 
fewer than 50 per cent. of them are occu- 
piers who live in’ tenement houses, and 
who do not subscribe directly one shilling 
towards the rates. I know it may be said 
they pay indirectly, but certainly, in the 
majority of cases, the occupiers of those 
tenement houses do not contribute one 
shilling directly to the rates. Therefore, 
so far from the clause having the effect 
of disfranchising the Nationalist voters 
in the city of Dublin, the effect will be 
to disfranchise the Unionist voters, only 
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a small minority of whom possess the 
property franchise. But it is not fair 
or proper to discuss the effect of this 
clause upon particular constituencies. 
I think, however, both sides of the House 
are agreed as to the difficulty of having 
one consolidated rate and one collection. 
Now, as I understand the suggestion of 
my honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for North Louth, it is that with- 
out sanctioning the demand for a con- 
solidated rate, the collector should dis- 
tinguish between the original portion of 
the poor rate and the new portion which 
has been added to it, for the purpose of 
making the consolidated rate. But what 
advantage will that confer on the rate- 
payer unless he is at liberty to discharge 
his obligations in full by paying only the 
portion that represents the poor rate? 
If he pays a sum equivalent to the old 
poor rate, is he to be entitled to get a 
receipt on account? If he is, what will 
be the result?) For the purpose of quali- 
fying for the franchise he will insist that 
he was paying poor rate, but when the 
collector calls for the balance he will say 
it was not the poor rate at all, but the 
new portion which was consolidated with 
the old poor rate. It is quite true that 
in the present practice the rate collector 
serves a notice which distinguishes the 
different portions that make up the con- 
solidated rate, but he does not accept, nor 
las he any authority to accept, a portion 
of the rate. It will lead to most extra- 
ordinary confusion, and it will render the 
collection of the consolidated rate a prac- 
tical impossibility in many parts of Ire- 
land. I do not believe the clause will 
have the effect of disfranchising a single 
vote in the interests of honourable Mem- 
oers opposite ; any effect it wiil have will 
be in the opposite direction. Certainly, if 
this clause is adopted, it will render the 
collection of the consolidated rate a prac- 
tical impossibility, and it will lead to the 
utmost confusion, not merely in the segre- 
gation of the two franchises, as has been 
pointed out by my right honourable 
Friend the Attorney General for Ireland, 
but it will also necessitate additional 
expense, while it will render impossible 
the collection of the consolidated rate 
in many parts of Ireland. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I must say that 
{ have heard with great alarm the state- 
ment from the Treasury Bench. 

Mr. J. H. M. Campbell. 


I think 
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it conveys to the ordinary mind the fear 
that if the clause is added to the Bill a 
considerable portion of voters in Ireland 
will be disfranchised. Hitherto there 
have been a collection for the county 
cess and a collection for the poor rate. 
Neither of those collections clashed ; they 
were all at separate times, and in that 
way it was much easier to meet the obli- 
gations imposed by Statute. But under 
this Bill, Sir, the occupier will be pre- 
sented with a bill for the whole amount, 
and I say, Sir, that that will give to 
landlords who are not very desirous, per- 
haps, of having numbers of Nationalist 
voters on the roll an additional chance of 
disfranchising them. Of course, it is 
quite natural for the honourable Member 
for St. Stephen’s Green to make a good 
case in his own interest, but the opera- 
tions of this clause will affect other divi- 
sions of the city of Dublin, because there 
is no power of compulsion in respect of 
the poor rate. I certainly enter the 
strongest pretest against this proposal. 


Mr. DILLON: I have always opposed 
the mixing up of two things which have 
no natural relation to each other in the 
slightest possible degree—namely, the 
payment of rates and the right to the 
franchise. If a tax collector can make 
a man pay his rates, he ought to do so 
apart altogether from the question of the 
franchise. It is, I suppose, to be regarded 
as one of the compromises arrived at since 
the franchise has been broadened in this 
country, that a man cannot have the fran- 
chise unless he pays the rates before cer- 
tain dates. Now, what will happen in 
Ireland? In many of the northern con- 
stituencies in Ireland the rate collector 
will abstain from putting any pressure 
on the ratepayers until after an election, 
in order that the voters shall not be dis- 
franchised ; so that, while you are making 
an attempt to delude the House of Com- 
mons into the notion that this provision 
is to assist the collector of rates, in many 
cases it will act in an opposite direction. 
The Attorney General attempted in his 
speech to put forward the proposition 
that men were not compelled, as the price 
of their disfranchisement, to pay their 
rates. Sir, they are compelled. They 
are under an obligation to pay their rates, 
whether they are on the voters’ list or not. 
I may point out that the payment of 
these rates depends a good deal upon the 
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activity of the rate collectors. I object 
strongly to the extension of the principle. 
The proper course would be to abolish 
absolutely the condition that the pay- 
ment of this consolidated rate conferred 
the franchise. Some arrangement ought 
to be made by which it shall not be made 
more difficult for a man to get the Par- 
liamentary franchise in consequence of 
the non-payment of rates. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
has called the attention of the House to 
the fact that the rate collector may have 
it in his power to disfranchise a large 
body of people, but I would point out 
that these rate collectors will be the 
servants of popularly elected bodies, of 
bodies elected on a broad franchise 





Mr. DILLON: My remarks referred 
only to districts where one political party 
or another may be in power. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: These rate cdllectors 
will be the servants of popularly-elected 
bodies, and I do not see how there can 
be any foundation for the honourable 
Member’s suggestion that they will be 
allowed to use their power for political 
purposes. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): If 
the right honourable and learned Gentle- 
man the Attorney General for Ireland 
refuses this clause he will disfranchise 
about one-fifth of the whole of the county 
of Tyrone. I listened to the remarks of 
the right honourable Gentleman, and 
I must say he placed the matter in a 
more roseate light and in a different 
light from what I know to be the case. 
Supposing the Government proposals are 
passed, an occupier in the county of 
Tyrone, instead of paying 6d. in the £, 
as has hitherto been the case, will 
have to pay something like 2s. 3d. or 
2s. 6d.—an increase of 500 per cent.— 
before he is entitled to exercise the fran- 
chise. This is a very serious matter, 
and one which honourable Members 
on this side of the House ought to pro- 
test against. It is not a political ques- 
tion, it is a question that goes to the 
very roots of the rights of the people, 
and we will be neglecting our duty if we 
sit silently here and allow the Govern- 
ment to disfranchise o1¢-fourth or one- 
fifth of the Nationalists of Ireland. I 
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take it that these people will not be able 
to contribute this large amount of money, 
and the result will be that they will be 
disfranchised. The right honourable 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland might take this 
matter into consideration, and postpone 
it until perhaps Monday or Tuesday, 
when he will have had time to work out 
some remedy which will not go in the 
direction of disfranchising people. 


*Mr. CLANCY: The honourable 
Member for Cork [Mr. M. Healy] 
has suggested that clause 47. of 
the Bill is a mere clause for facilitating 
the collection of rates, and he thought 
also that he was justified in saying that 
it had a political object. I desire, there- 
fore, to test the intentions of the Govern- 
ment, and I suggest that they should put 
into the Bill a provision in regard to 
municipal taxes as apart from non- 
municipal taxes, such as occurs in clause 
68— 


“A council levying a separate rate for the 
purpose of this section shall make, levy, and 
collect the same upon the same basis and in 
like manner as the poor rate, and all enact- 
ments relating to the poor rate shall apply 
accordingly, with the exception that a person 
shall not be disqualified for being registered as 
a Parliamentary or Local Government elector 
by reason of the non-payment of any such 
separate rate.” 


A rate may be struck by the Corporation 
of Dublin for the expenses to be incurred 
under this section relating to the collec- 
tion of general rates, but by adopting 
such a provision as this the payment of 
that rate shall not be a condition of the 
franchise. If the Government heave no 
intention of disfranchising anyone, but 
merely desire to facilitate the collection 
of rates, they ought to insert in the Bill 
a provision for the collection of municipal 
rates as distinct from non-municipal 
rates, and that will afford some protec- 
tion to the electors. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the Bill 
as it stood merely assimilated the law 
of Ireland to the law of England. He 
opposed the clause on the ground that 
its acceptance would prevent the consoli- 
dation of the poor law rate and the 
county cess. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: 1 do not 
think the House will have cause to regret 
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that at a rather late stage of this Bill we 
have had a discussion upon this impor- 
tant point. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Hear, 
hear! 
*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: When the 


Bill was brought in I do not think the 
effect of clauses 47 and 68 was fully 
apprehended. We have heard 9 good 
deal from the law officers of the Crown 
with regard to the practice in England, 
but I cannot help thinking these honour- 
able and learned Gentlemen rather 
under-estimate the difficulties. It is 
true that the poor rate in England, in 
country districts, is practically made to 
include everything. It is a consolidated 
rate, but in urban districts that is not 
so. Attention has been specially called 
to the possible effects of clauses 47 and 
68; unless the clauses have been en- 
tirely misread by honourable Members 
of this House, power is given to local 
authorities to consolidate poor rates and 
urban rates together, and in that case 
it will become a condition of a person 
being a Parliamentary voter that he 
should pay not only one set of rates, but 
also the other. As a matter of local 
government, that arrangement is a sound 
one, but why should you treat an im- 
provement in local administration as a 
means of curtailing the Parliamentary 
franchise? We are told it is very difli- 
cult to obviate it, but surely some means 
might be devised whereby these rates 
might be charged separately. I cannot 
help thinking that some arrangements 
might be made. These difficulties can- 
not be got over if that is not done. In 
Treland now, in order to obtain the Par- 
liamentary franchise, the ratepayer only 
has to pay the poor rate, properly so- 
called, whereas if this is passed he will 


in future have to pay poor rate, including | 


the county cess, and any other item 
which may be included. If Ireland ob- 
tains the control of its own police force, 
as in England, he will also have to pay 
a police rate, and then there will come 
to be included the house and highway 
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rate as distinct from the county main 
roads, sanitary rates, parochial rates, 
and any others which Parliament, in its 
wisdom, may include in local rating 
powers, and may be ordered to be 
collected in that way. I think we have 
arrived at a point where, I will admit, 
most unintentionally 


GERALD BALFOUR: 





Mr. Inten- 


tionally. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: The right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary says intentionally. I did not wish 
to say that. I wished to give him the 
credit of not desiring to curtail the Par- 
liamentary vote in Irish towns. I think 
we have unintentionally stumbled on a 
difficulty, and if the Government, 
in their wisdom, cannot hold out some 
hope with regard to clause. 47, which 
must end necessarily in the curtailment 
of the Parliamentary franchise, I am 
afraid there is only one course to adopt, 
and that is to carry the matter to a 
Division, 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I 
think this raises an important point ; it 
raises in certain cases a new complication. 
In rural districts it makes little differ- 
ence, but certainly in towns the effect 
is considerable. Those who are on the 
Parliamentary franchise now only have 
to pay the poor rate, but in future they 
will not only have to pay the poor but 
the police rate, and any other rates 
which are collected in this manner. It 
will confer very few advantages on rate- 
payers in the towns, and it will make 
the franchise more difficult for those who 
live in the counties. It will make it 
almost impossible in some cases for those 
who are on the franchise now—they 
would have a very great difficulty in 
getting upon it in the future. - 


Question put— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 99; Noes 
180.—(Division List No. 195.) 





AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, W. (Newc.-under-Lyme) | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. | 


Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 


Brigg, John 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Broadhurst, Henry 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamiltop 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Esmonde, Sir 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holburn, J. G 

Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Thomas 


Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) | 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Brist’!) 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William get 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. John 
Brookfield, A. diol 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
es dj. 2. M. “(Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
yar 2 R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir E. as or 
Cochrane, Hon. T. . E. 
Coghill, Douglas cng 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 





Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colston, C. E. ” Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Local Government 


Pickersgill, 
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Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr.M A(Qu’n’sC. ) 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McDermott, Patrick 


| McKenna, Reginald 


McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
McLeod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 
Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Malley, William 

gill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 


' Pirie, Duncan V. 


NOES. 


; Curzon, RtHonGN(Lancs,S.W) 


Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 


| Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Doughty, George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. 
Edwards, Gen. 


Hubert V. 
Sir J. B. 


| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes, 


Hon. A. Edward 
Finlay. Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 


| Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 


Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton - 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tuite, James 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Seated (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
James O'Connor. 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 


| Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 


| Hermon-Hodge, 


Helder, Augustus 
Robert T. 


| Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down} 


Akers- | 


Albans) | 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) | 


Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Macartney, 


Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kenrick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Legh, Hon. T. W. (Lancs) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 

W. G. Ellison 


| McCalmont,Maj-Gn. (Ant’mN) 
) McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
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McKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, Hn. F’. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles L. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. C. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Local Government 


Rasch, Major 


Ritchie, Rt. 


Russell, Gen. 


Shaw-Stewart 


Talbot, Lord 





Another proposed Amendment—- 


“Nothing in this Act contained shall 
authorise any alteration in the existing 
boundaries of the borough of Clonmel, as 


defined by the Clonmel Corporation Act, 1895, 
and as amended and extended by the Clon- 
mel Corporation Provisional Order, 1897, con- 
firmed by the Act of the 60th and 61st years 
of Victoria, chapter 82. 

“ Nothing in this Act shall alter the pro- 
visions of section 58 of the Clonmel Corpora- 
tion Act, 1895, as amended and extended by 
the Clonmel Corporation Provisional Order, 
1897, confirmed by the Act of the 60th and 
6lst years of Victoria, chapter 82.—(Mr. 
Condon. ) 


Mr. CONDON said that the clause he 
now proposed was a very simple one, and 
he trusted the Chief Secretary would 
have no objection to accept it. There 
appeared to be some doubt whether the 
privileges enjoyed by the corporation of 
Clonmel under the special Acts referred 
to in the Amendment would not be inter- 
fered with by this Bill, and the sole 
object of the Amendment was to secure 
existing rights. ‘ 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can 
assure the honourable Member that there 
is absolutely no intention whatever to 
alter the existing boundaries of Clonmel 
or any other borough, and there is 
nothing in the Bill which can affect 
rights or privileges conferred by Special 
Acts. Under these circumstances, I 


think, it would be very unwise to put in 
the Bill clauses which were absolutely 
unnecessary. 


By inserting clauses spe- 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Robertson, H. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Russell, T. W 
Rutherford, John 

Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard | 
,M.H.(Renfrew} | 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. | 
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|; Valentia, Viscount 
| Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras: 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Paimer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


Frederic Carne 


Hon. C. T. 
(Hackney) 


F. S. (Chelt’m) 
. (Tyrone) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 

’ Mr. Anstruther. 

E. (Chichester) | 


Thornton, Percy M. 


cially conserving the rights -of Clonmel, 
some doubt might be thrown upon the 
position of other boroughs; it might be 
suggested that there is something in the 
Bill altering the terms of other local 
Acts. In that way this effort to do 
special justice to Clonmel might lead to 
injustice to other boroughs. We cannot 
accept the proposed clause. 


Mr. CONDON: After the assurance of 
the right honourable Gentleman, I do not 
desire to press the clauses. 


Motions and clauses, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Another clause— 


“In the construction of the Poor Law Acts 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1890, the local 
authority levying the poor rate shall be sub- 
stituted for the | Bese of guardians, and sub- 
section 2 of section 2 of the said Act shall 
have effect only in cases in which the local 
authority have come to such determination as 
in the first sub-section of the said section is 
mentioned.”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: This clause is of a 
rather technical description; and if the 
right honourable Gentleman will give 
some sign that he intends to accept it, it 
will not be necessary for me to lay the 
matter fully before the House. 


Mr. ATKINSON: As the clause stands 
we cannot accept it. By section 19 of 
the Bill the county council are already 
substituted for the board of guardians 














265 


for the purpose of levying the poor rate. 
With regard to the other portion of the 
clause, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. M. HEALY: Then I will move the 


clause, omitting the words— 


Local Government 


“The local authority levying the poor rate 
shall be substituted for the board of guardians, 
and.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to, and 
added to Bill. 

Another clause proposed— 

“So much of the 38th section of the Tram- 
ways (Ireland) Act, 1860, as provides that 
such approval or disapproval as therein 
referred to shall have no effect unless it is 
determined on by a majority of not less than 
two-thirds of the members present is hereby 
repealed.”"—( Mr. Maurice Healy.) 

Mr. M. HEALY: Under the Bill as it 
stands power is given to a county council 
to construct a tramway by a bare majo- 
rity; whilst, under the Tramways (Ire- 
land) Act of 1860, in the case of county 
boroughs, it is necessary that there 
should be a two-thirds majority. I see 
no ground for that distinction, and I do 
not suppose that the Government will at 
this hour of the day attempt to support 
it. The two bodies are elected under ex- 
actly the same franchise, and exercise 
exactly the same powers, and why there 
should be a distinction in this matter of 
tramway construction I cannot imagine. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This clause 
makes a material amendment of the 
Tramway Act, and I notice that there 
are a number of new clauses on the 
Paper which propose to alter that Act. 
I admit that this is really a very small 
matter, and I do not object to the clause 
proposed, on the understanding that this 
shall not be taken as a precedent in 
respect of the other clauses amending 
the Tramways Act. 


Clause agreed to, and added to the 
Bill. 

New clause proposed— 

“Notwithstanding anything in this Act con- 
tained, the receipt of a collector of rates 
appointed by the council of any county borough 
for rates paid to him, or of the cashier of 
the borough or other officer appointed bv the 
council to receive same for moneys paid to 
him, shall be a good discharge to the person 
paying the same. And the moneys so 
received may be carried to the credit of the 
separate fund or account to which the council 
are by law entitled to carry the same.”—(Sir 
James Haslett. ) 


{7 Juuy 1898} 
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Sir J. HASLETT: The Bill, as now 
framed, makes the receipt of the trea- 
surer alone a good receipt or discharge 
for the payment of any rate. That would 
be extremely difficult, if not impossible, 
to carry out in a city like Belfast, and I 
propose to make the receipt of a rate col- 
lector, or borough cashier, or other pro- 
perly appointed official a good discharge. 
Then, under the Bill, as framed, all the 
money received in county boroughs goes 
to one general fund. If we lock up all 
our rates in the borough fund, we are 
only able to get them out again for 
borough fund purposes. That would be 
utterly impracticable in the city of Bel- 
fast. I therefore propose that rates 
should be paid to a separate account. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The first 
part of the honourable Gentleman’s pro- 
posal is covered by an Amendment which 
stands on the Paper in my name, to add 
to clause 41 the following proviso :— 

“Provided that the receipt given by a 

collector of rates in the case of payment of 
rates, or, where the treasurer is a banking 
company, by the secretary or clerk of the 
council in the case of any payment uncon- 
nected with rates, shall be a good discharge 
to the person making the payment, but the 
amount of the payment shall be forthwith paid 
by such collector, secretary, or clerk to the 
treasurer.” 
With regard to the second part of the 
proposed clause, I confess I hardly fol- 
lowed the honourable Gentleman’s expla- 
nation of it, but if any provision of the 
kind is necessary it would be better, I 
think, to embody it as an Amendment to 
a subsequent clause. 


Sir J. HASLETT: The words read out 
by the right honourable gentleman are 
satisfactory, so far as they go, but they 
do not cover the second branch of my 
proposed clause. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I would 
rather look into the matter before accept- 
ing the proposal of the honourable 
Gentleman. If any words are necessary 
I will move an Amendment to a subse- 
quent clause. 


Sm J. HASLETT : 


that assurance. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I had intended to 
raise this question when the clause was 
before the House, but these financial pro- 
visions are so complicated that I did not 
feel myself competent to express an 
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opinion as to whether the Government 
proposals were right or not. I trust 
before section 41 is finally parted with 
the Government will consider whether 
something in the nature of the second 
branch of the honourable Gentleman’s 
proposal is not necessary. In Cork and 
Belfast and other boroughs the borough 
fund is a very small part of the total in- 
come ; other rates to a very large amount 
are levied, and it appears to me incon- 
venient and even dangerous that all 
these rates should be put into one com- 
mon fund. 


Local Government 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. J. O’CONNOR, who had on the 
Paper the following new clause— 


“In any town where the Act of the ninth 
year of King George the Fourth, chapter 82, 
shall be in force then, from and after the 
commencement of this Act, the said Act of 
the ninth year of King George the Fourth 
shall no longer be in force therein, and the 
commissioners for the time being appointed 
under said Act shall be deemed to be the first 
commissioners appointed under the Act of the 
17th and 18th years of Victoria, chapter 103, 
and said Act of the 17th and 18th years of 
Victoria, chapter 103, shall be deemed to have 
been adopted, and shall be in force in any 
such town ”— 


said that as this proposal was embodied 
in section 31 of the Bill, it was unneces- 
sary for him to move the ‘clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY had on the Paper 
the following new clause— 


“Where any ancient monuments or remains 
are being dilapidated, injured, or endangered, 
the county surveyor of any county shall report 
same to the county council, and if wilful injury 
has been done the county council may prosecute 
the same as if for a trespass to property in 
their own possession, and a conviction or 
injunction may be had and enforced accord- 
ingly, and in such case, or where injury re- 
sults, or is threatened, from accident or decay, 
the council may authorise the county surveyor, 
with the consent of the owner or occupier, to 
repair same: Provided that the expenditure on 
repairs under this section in any year shall not 
exceed in any county the sum of two hundred 
pounds, and such expenditure shall be levied 
as a county at large charge. The report of 
the county surveyor shall be conclusive as to 
what are ancient monuments or remains within 
the meaning of this section.” 


The honourable Member said he proposed 
to leave untouched the question of repara- 
tion or expense of repairs, and to move 
the clause down to the words “and a 
conviction or injunction may be had and 
enforced accordingly.” This would leave 
it simply as a proposal that the county 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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council should have the right to prosecute 
for any wilful injury to ancient monu- 
ments, and he trusted the Government 
would consider that a very harmless pro- 
posal. Some very grave and glaring 
instances had occurred (he hardly liked, 
for the credit of the country, to particu- 
larise them) of ancient ruins and monu- 
ments being injured or defaced. At 
present no local authority had power ‘o 
bring the law to bear upon the Goths and 
Vandals who acted in this way. He 
thought that the county surveyor, or 
some independent person, should have 
the power to step in and prosecute. These 
ancient monuments belong to us all; 
they are common property; they are 
part of the history of the land, and in 
the case of wilful injury being done to 
that property some public official shout 
be empowered to prosecute. He admitted 
that great service had been done by the 
efforts of the right honourable Gentie- 
man the Member for the University of 
London, and also by the Bill passed a 
few years ago, but something further 
was needed. 





New clause propose 

“Where any ancient monuments or remains 
are being dilapidated, injured, or endangered, 
the county surveyor of any county shall report 
the same to the county council, and if wilful 
injury has been done, the county council may 
prosecute for same as if for a trespass to pro- 
perty in their own possession, and a conviction 
or injunction may be had and enforced accord- 
ingly."—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no objection in principle to this 
clause, but I am not certain that 


it will not require some amendment in 
form. I am not clear why power is 
required to obtain an mjunction, and the 
clause does noi state whether the prose- 
cution is to be instituted under the 
Malicious Injuries Act, or some other 
Act. If the clause is read a second time, 
we will consider whether its form is 
sufficiently clear. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am quite in the 
hands of the Government, but it appears 
to me that, in addition to prosecution for 
an act already committed, there should 
be power to obtain an injunction against 
continuing an injury in course of com- 
mittal. 

Clause read a second time and added 
to the Bill. 
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New clause proposed— 


“From and after the passing of this Act 
there shall be added to the Local Government 
Board four members elected by the county 
councils of Ulster, Leinster, Munster, and Con- 
naught, respectively, as hereafter provided, and 
the said elected members shall have the same 
powers and duties as the Commissioners 
appointed by Her Majesty."—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Mr. DILLON: By this Bill a very 
great and almost unprecedented change 
is to be effected in the system of Local 
Government in Ireland. The govern- 
ment of counties is to be transferred into 
the hands of councillors who shall be 
elected on a popular franchise, and who 
are to be entirely representative of the 
people ; but these new bodies are to be 
brought into contact with, and con- 
trolled by, the Local Government Board, 
a body which, as has been pointed out 
in this House, is not under the same 
popular influence as the Local Govern- 
ment Board is in this country. It seems 
to me that one of the greatest problems 
the Government have to consider is how 
they will overcome the friction between 
the new popular bodies and the old Local 
Government Board. The Government 
Bill proposes to make this great altera- 
tion in the local governing bodies, but 
does not propose any substantial altera- 
tion in the Local Government Board. Ii 
is true the Government have a clause in 
the Bill by which they propose to add, I 
think, one member to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for the special purpose of 
bringing this Act into operation, but that 
member is to be nominated by the same 
machinery as that by which the present 
members of the Board are nominated, 
and is not to be in any way popularly 
elected. Now the proposal I venture to 
put forward is that there shall be added 
to the Board four members elected by 
the county councils of Ulster, Leinster, 
Munster, and Connaught. I have not put 
upon the Paper any clause providing the 
machinery for election because I thought 
I could easily do that when I found that 
the Government assented to the principle 
involved. Now what is the object of this 
proposed Amendment to the Bill, and 
how do I suppose that it would 
work for cood? The object I have in 
view is this: that these elected 
members would bring the Local 
Government Board into direct touch 
with the wants and views of the local 
governing bodies. It would be per- 
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fectly competent for the Government to 
add one or two more members, if they held 
the view that the nominated members 
should be in a majority on the Board. 
I put it to the Chief Secretary that there 
are many questions which will inevitably 
arise under the working of these new 
Local Government institutions in Ireland, 
and that it would be of advantage if there 
were upon the Board itself men who were 
in touch with the local governing bodies 
and who could express their views and 
act as channels of communication be- 
tween the local bodies and the central 
Board. It has been the great evil of Irish 
government, and I am sure that the right 
honourable Gentleman, and every Irish 
Secretary who has been over Ireland, 
must have felt it, that there has been no 
channel of communication between the 
central authority and the popularly 
elected local bodies of the country. That 
difficulty will be increased under the 
present system, because the popular 
bodies will be stronger and will have a 
wider sphere of action, and will be con- 
cerned with many more matters, and 
there may possibly be more friction be- 
tween them and the Local Government 
Board than has taken place in the past. 
I think the proposal I have put forward 
is a very moderate one, and I hope it 
will receive from the Chief Secretary fair 
consideration. I think the success which 
has attended the operations of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, which, although 
not an elected body, is constituted on 
totally different lines from the ordinary 
local governing bodies in Ireland, is some 
ground for the proposal I make. There 
is one point in connection with the prin- 
ciple to which I ought, perhaps, to refer, 
and that is the question whether the 
four elected members I suggest should 
be salaried members. My idea is that 
they need not be salaried members, but 
that it should be within the power of the 
county councils to provide them with 
reasonuble expenses while attending to 
these duties in Dublin to be calculated 
on the number of days they spend in 
Dublin. It would not be neces- 
sary for the elected members to 
attend so constantly as the other mem- 
bers, but in the event of any matter 
coming before the Local Government 
Board in which the county councils of a 
particular province are concerned the 
member representing that province should 
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be able to attend the Board and repre- 
sent the views of his local bodies. 1 
think this would considerably facilitate 
the work of the Local Government Board 
and would afford the means of over- 
coming some of the friction which may 
naturally be expected to rise in the 
course of the working of this Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 


Local Government 


true that we are making by this 
Bill what the honourable Member 
has described as a revolution in local 


government in Ireland. We are trans- 
ferring to popularly elected bodies the 
duties of local government, and I do not 
hesitate to say that with such an experi- 
ment it would be extremely unwise if 
there was not a strong central body 
to control the action of these local 
bodies. | Now the honourable Member 
proposes that four members should be 
added to the existing members of the 
Local Government Board, and_ that 
those members should be elected by the 
different county councils of the four pro- 
vinces. The effect of that would be, 
first of all, to paralyse the action of the 
Local Government Board. There would 
be a very great risk of differences of 
opinion rising between.the elected mem- 
bers and the nominated members of the 
Board, and the fact that they are ap- 
pointed in different ways would be enough 
to set one section against another sec- 
tion. If you are to have a really power- 
ful central controlling body, that body 
must have all the freedom of an ordinary 
yovernment Department. Complaint 
has been made in this House more than 
once that the Local Government Board 
in Ireland is not sufficiently responsible 
to Parliament. I have never taken that 
view. On the contrary, I hold that the 
Local Government Board is responsible 
to Parliament through the Chief Secre- 
tary. But if you have the elective ele- 
ment introduced into the Local Govern- 
ment Board it would be impossible to 
say that it was responsible to Parliament 
in the present sense. 

Mr. DILLON: ? distinctly said that I 
should offer no objection to the Govern- 
ment amending the clause so as to pro- 
vide that the nominated members should 
have a majority on the Board. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: However 
that may be, one can conceive cases 
in which questions might be decided 
against the view of the Minister 


Mr. Dillon. 
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who was at the head of the De- 
partment, and represented it in Par- 
liament. It would be a complete inno- 
vation to apply the elective principle to 
a Government Department, and for these 
reasons I cannot accept the clause. 

Clause put and negatived. 

Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 18, to leave out clause 26, and insert 
the following clause— 

“ There shali be transferred, subject to the 
provisions of this Act, to every urban district 
council the business and powers respectively 
of the guardians and of the grand jury respec- 
tively as regards making, levying, collecting 
and recovering the poor rate and grand jury 
rate within the districts of such council, and 
the like powers shall extend and apply to all 
other rates leviable by such councils within 
the said districts.”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 

*Mr. PLUNKETT The object of 
this Amendment is to clear up.a doubt 
that has arisen among the memters of the 
Urban District Councils which I repre- 
sent, as to exactly what their powers are 
in the collection of rates. The last words 
of sub-section 1 (b) of section 25 leave 1t 
uncertain whether the urban district 
councils have power to levy rates for the 
maintenance of certain public works, and 
section 26 only provides for the collee- 
tion of the poor rates within the district. 
The Government are quite conversant 
with the difficulty which has arisen about 
the half rates in the case of heredita- 
ments leased to the Government or to 
charitable institutions. In my consti 
tuency some of the councils have been able 
to assess the owners and levy their proper 
contributions, but in some districts that 
has been found impossible. The matter 
has ‘been carried into the courts, and asa 
matter of fact the townships are not able 
to levy the rates on the proper persons. 
The municipal authorities are only able 
to levy from the occupiers, and in the 
case of these particular hereditaments, 
which are the only ones which will be 
affected by my Amendment, it is neces- 
sary to levy, not upon the occupier, but 
upon the owner, and that, so far, has 
not been found possible. All I want to 
do is to clear up any doubt in the matter. 
If the Government can satisfy me that 
the difficulty would not arise, I shall not 
press the Amendment. I believe they 
are as anxious as IT am that the matter 
should be put right. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that no 
practical difficulty of the nature sug- 














273 Local Government 


gested could arise. The charge for 
the maintenance of roads would in future 
be levied by the county councils. The 
general rate would be looked after by 
the county, but the urban district coun- 
cil would have power to levy rates within 
its own area. Power was given under 
section 54 for the collection of the rates. 
As to the collection of rates upon chari- 
table institutions, there was no doubt 
whatever ; the*owner was exactly in the 
same position as the occupier, so far as 
regarded liability for rates. 

Mr. PINKERTON: Would this apply 
to county towns like Galway? 

Mr. ATKINSON : It would apply to all 
county towns. 

Mr. PINKERTON: It will apply to 
the powers transferred from the Town: 
Commissioners. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY drew attention to 
the refusal of the Government to pay 
rates upon certain property in Kings- 
town, whereby the Government had in 
the last five or six years wrongly bene- 
fited to the extent of about a thousand 
pounds, 


Clause put, and negatived. 


Another clause— 


“ The following provisions shall have effect 
in the case of petitions to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for a Provisional Order under sec- 
tion 203 of the Public Health (Ireland) Act, 
1878— 

“ (1) The advertisements mentioned in sub- 
section 2 of the said section need only be 
published in two consecutive weeks instead of 
three consecutive weeks ; 

“ (2) Where the Provisional Order sought 
may be confirmed without the authority of 
Parliament, the said advertisements may be 
published in any month, and in such case the 
notice referred to in the said sub-section 2, 
instead of being served in the month referred 
to therein, shall be served in the month fol- 
lowing the month in which the advertisements 
are published ; 

“ (3) Where the Provisional Order does not 
affect demesne lands, it may be confirmed 
without the authority of Parliament in manner 
— by section 12 of the Labourers (Ire- 
and) Act, 1885, and that section, and any 
enactment amending the same, shall apply with 
the necessary modifications ; 


“(4) This section shall apply in any case 
where the said section 203 is incorporated with 
any Act, or to which it applies, and section 
8 of the Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1896. 
shall apply in any case where a Provisional 
Order is made under the said section 203 as 
so incorporated, or made applicable.”—/ Mr. 
M. Healy.) 
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Mr. M. HEALY: This clause relates 
to the procedure for obtaining Pro- 
visional Orders. By the Public Health 
Act of 1878 it is necessary to insert 
advertisements in three newspapers for 
three weeks running. I propose that in- 
sertions for two weeks shall be sufficient. 
Then, by sub-section 2, I propose an 
amendment of the law, which is, I think, 
absolutely necessary. Under the Bill as 
it stands the Government propose to 
dispense with Parliamentary sanction in 
the majority of cases, but still they pre- 
serve a provision in the Act of 1878 that 
the advertisement shall be published in 
one particular month of the year, 
November. It is obvious that the ad- 
vertisements in the month of November 
are only required because of the neces- 
sity of coming to Parliament, and that 
is the month in which Parliamentary 
advertisements are generally published ; 
but when you have to go, not before Par- 
liament, but before the Local Govern- 
ment Board, you will greatly cripple the 
county council if you enact that the ad- 
vertisements must be inserted only in 
one month of the year. The clause I 
propose will greatly tend to simplify the 
procedure under the Bill, and by lessen- 
ing expense will add to the usefulness 
of the Bill. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the main 
objection he had to this clause was that 
it would modify the procedure under 
the Public Health Act, and _ that 
was a large general matter that should 
not be dealt with in this way. It was 
certainly very desirable that it should 
be done, if at all possible, and the 
Government would see whether some 
modification could not be introduced. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I will not press the 
clause, but I trust the Government will 
take the whole matter into consideration. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause proposed— 


“The guardians, with the consent of the 
Local Government Board, may make regula- 
tions for—(a) the conversion of workhouse 
hospitals into district hospitals; and (b) the 
transfer of the duties and powers of the 
guardians as regards such hospitals and the 
administrative control thereof to a committee 
of hospital governors appointed by the 
guardians, consisting wholly or partly of mem- 
bers of their own body; and (c) the payment 
and accommodation under which private 
patients may be admitted. 


“The guardians, acting through the said 
committee and subject to the regulations of: 
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the Local Government Board, shall properly ; and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 


manage and maintain such district hospitals, 
and may appoint and remove officers and regu- 
late expenditure, and may receive and apply 
for the benefit of such district hospitals any 
endowments or subscriptions given by private 
persons for such purposes. 

“ Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all moneys provided 
out of rates, the acts of the committee shall 
not require confirmation by the guardians.”— 
(Sir J. Colomb.) 

*Sir J. COLOMB: I need not detain 
the House at any length in explaining 
the general effect of this clause. The 
honourable Member for North Dublin 
had practically the same clause down on 
the Paper, but, as his was obligatory and 
mine was permissive, he very kindly gave 
way in order that the principle might be 
discussed upon this clause. I regard this 
as a matter of very great importance. In 
districts in Ireland in which the only 
hospital accommodation is the workhouse 
hospital the necessities of the work- 
house poor are, of course, provided for, 
but no suitable provision is made for 
those who are not paupers and object to 
taking workhouse hospital relief. In 
such cases the medical officers find very 
great difficulty in properly treating the 
patients at their own homes and afford- 
ing them proper nursing and attention. 
My proposal simply is to authorise 
the guardians, if they see fit, and 
with the permission of the Local 
Government Board, to constitute the 
workhouse hospital a district hospital. 


That would, at all events, get rid 
of a sentimental objection which is 
very strong. Then it authorises the 


guardians to work the hospital by a com- 
mittee appointed by themselves, consist- 
ing of hospital governors who may or 
may not be guardians. 


[The honourable Member was. stili 


the Debate stocd adjourned.] 


SUPPLY [list JULY]. 
Resolutions reported— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1898-9. 


Crass II. 

“1, That a sum, not exceeding £9,100, he 
granted to Her Majesty. to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 


Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate Offices.” 
“2. That a sum, not exceeding £20,479, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scot- 
land, and for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.” 
“3. That a sum, not exceeding £3,241, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge whicli will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the dlst day of March, 1899, for the Salarics 
and Expenses of the Department of the Regis- 
trar General of Births, etc., in Scotland.” 

“4, That a sum, not exceeding £7,698, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland, and for Expenses under the Public 
Health Acts, Infectious Diseases Notification 
Act, Vaccination Act, Local Government (Scot- 
land) Act, 1889, Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
and Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894,” 

Cuass TI. 

“5. That a sum, not exceeding £62,046, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Lord Advocate’s Depart- 
ment, and other Law Charges, and the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Courts of Law and Justice 
in Scotland.” 

“6, That a sum, not exceeding £28,951, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices in Her Majesty’s 
General Register House, t.dinburgh.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I object. 
Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, King- 
ston): May I appeal to the honourable 
Gentleman not to persist in his objec- 
tion! This is a  non-controversial 
Measure. It simply enables boroughs 
within the metropolitan area to apply for 
a scheme to have the same powers as a 
vestry or local board possesses for the 
regulation and maintenance of commons. 
The Bill has the approval of the 
Commons Preservation Society, and is 
not objected to by the Board of Agri- 
culture. 


Mr. CRILLY: I object. 


Second Reading deferred. 





on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Salaries 


House adjourned at 12.5. 





_— 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 8th July 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


@LIVATHE BILL BUSINESS. 


Taz LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
tificate the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with— 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (No. 15). [H.L.] 

The same was ordered to lie on 


Table. 


from 


the 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 


WEST HAM CGRPORATION BILL 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL, 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


CLACTON-ON-SEA GAS AND WATER 
BILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


LEYTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL, 

The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn; the orders made on the 
4th instant and yesterday discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 


VOL. LXI. [FourtTH Serizs.] 
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HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 
Reported with an Amendment. 


Business. 


BRISTOL TRAMWAYS (ELECTRICAL 
POWER, ETC.) BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION GAS BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


MIDDLESBROUGH CORPORATION (GAS) 
BILL, 


Reported with Amendments. 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
Yead third time, with the Amendment, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 
Read third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


CROMER GAS BILL. 
Read third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 
Read third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


L 
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Private Bill 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL, 


Brought from the Commons. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(BARNES, ETC.) BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


(No. 1) 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


fLORDS} 
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SOUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the. 
Amendments agreed to. 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, BILL.. 


(H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment; tke said 


Amendment considered, and agreed to. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
BILL, [H.L.} 


Returned from the Commons agreed’ 
to, with Amendments. 


YEOVIL CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed’ 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Five Lords appointed a 
Select Committee on the Middlesex 
County Council Bill and other Bills do 
form the Select Committee for the con- 
sideration of the Sheffield District Rail- 
way Bill and the Lincoln and East Coast 
Railway and Dock Bill ; read, and agreed 
to; all petitions referred to the Commit- 
tee, with leave to the petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bills 
to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills. 
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DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL, 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 

I. Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 
. 2147. 
. 2148. 
. 2149. 
. 2150. 
. 2151. 


United States (Boston) ; 
Japan (North Formosa) ; 
Japan (Tainan) ; 

China (Kiungchow) ; 


France (New Caledonia). 


II. Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest : 


No. 469. Turkey (Sponge Fisheries 
at Tripoli). 


INLAND TRANSIT OF CATTLE. 


1. Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture to inquire into and 
report upon the Inland Transit of 
Cattle ; with Minute appointing the 
Committee. 

2. Minutes of Evidence; with Appen- 
dices and Index. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PILOTAGE. 

Abstract of Returns relating to Pilots 
and Pilotage in the United Kingdom (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
290 of Session 1897) (as furnished by the 
various Pilotage Authorities), for the year 
ended 31st December, 1897; laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Against the sale of, on Sundays; of 
Inhabitants of Sutton ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, 
Read first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 146.] 


ELECTRIG LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Read first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 147.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 

Read first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 148.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 149.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read second time on Monday 
next. 


COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read third time (according to order), 
and passed. 
L 2 
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Colonial Marriages 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, 
Read third time (according to order), 
with the Amendment, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Read third time (according to order), 
with the’ Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 
lead third time (according to order), 
and passed. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISiER) BILL. [H.L.] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp STRATHCONA axp MOUNT 
ROYAL: My Lords, I have to ask your 
Lordships to give a Second Reading to 
the Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s 
Sister) Bill. 
in appearing to address you at this time, 
as it is the first occasion on which I 
have had the privilege of addressing you 
as a Member of this House. Notwith- 
standing, it is also with very great con- 
tidence that I come before you, my Lords, 
as I know that you will have much 


I have very great diffidence 


. consideration for one in the position I 


eccupy. It is not proposed in this 
Bill to deal in any way with the 
question of marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister within the United Kingdom. 
I may, however, advance as a 
reason for the favourable consideration 
of the Bill now before your Lordships, 
that a Bill for the legalisation of a mar- 
riage with a deceased wife’s sister was 
passed through all its stages by your 
Lordships so recently as 1896. It would 
be out of place for the Colonies, however, 
to press that question upon the people 
of the United Kingdom, and I shall not 
raise the issue at all. Thev must decide 
it for themselves. Neither is it pro- 
posed that the Bill should apply to the 
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marriages of transients. This statement 
must also have its weight with those who 
may be opposed to such marriages within 
the United Kingdom. The Bill only 
purports to deal with marriages in the 
Colonies of legally domiciled residents, 
and in order to remove any doubt upon 
the point the Bill, if it passes the Second 
Reading, will be amended in Committee, 
with the permission of your Lordships. 


The Bill is also surrounded by 
other safeguards to prevent its pro- 
vision being abused. The Bill is 


simply an act of justice to the 
Colonies in which marriage with a 
deceased wife’s sister has been legalised 
with the actual consent of the Crown, 
and with the tacit approval of Her 
Majesty’s Government and of the In- 
perial Parliament. In respect of the 
succession to real property, the children 
of such legal Colonial marriages are, in 
the United Kingdom, regarded as ille- 
gitimate, and cannot take such property 
by descent, and it is believed that they 
may be liable to other disabilities. It is 
to remove this stain from children who 
have been born in wedlock, rendered 
lawful by laws passed by Colonial Leg‘s- 
latures, and approved of by responsible 
advisers of the Crown in the United 
Kingdom, that the Bill has been intro- 
duced. A similar Measure to that now 
before your Lordships has met with the 
approval of the House of Commons on 
more than one occasion, and I believe 
I have considerable authority for stating 
that such marriages legally contracted in 
the British Colonies would be held as 
valid for the succession of real property 
in almost any country in the world except 
in the United Kingdom. I appeal with 
confidence to your Lordships to agree to 
the Second Reading of the Bill by a 
large majority, and not to let it go forth 
to the world that you wish the children 
of marriages lawfully contracted in the 
Colonies, under Acts approved by the 
Crown, to be in effect branded as ille- 
gitimates in the heart of the Empire—in 
this their Motherland. The inhabitants 
of the Colonies are as much British and 
as much subjects of Her Majesty as your 
Lordships or any other residents of the 
United Kingdom, and they are accus- 
tomed to refer in terms of affection to 
their Motherland as home. It cannot 


be said, however, that those of them who 
contract such marriages in the Colonies 
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are at all encouraged to come home, and 
those who are not intimately connected 
with the Colonies cannot appreciate the 
intensity of the feeling which prevails in 
the Colonies on the subject. I feel sure 
that I may rely upon the support of those 
of your Lordships who have had the privi- 
lege of representing Her Majesty in our 
great self-governing Colonies. On pre 
vious occasions it has been said that the 
desire for legislation does not proceed 
from the Colonies. In that connection I 
may state that I am introducing the Bill 
with the approval of the Government of 
Canada; and, further, that I hold in my 
hand telegrams from the Premiers of 
most of the Austre'ssian and South Afri- 
can Colonies, endorsing the Bill in the 
strongest telegraphic language. Surely 
no better evidence could be brought for- 
ward to prove that this legislation is 
desired in the outlying portions of the 
Empire. I have a telegram here from 
the Premier of New South Wales to the 
Agent General of the Colony, as follows— 


Colonial Marriages 


“T authorise you to make strong representa- 
tions in favour of Marriages Bill.” 


The Agent General for Victoria has 
received a telegram from the Premier of 
that Colony instructing him to co-operate 
most cordially in support of the passage 
through Parliament of this Bill. The 
Premier of South Australia telegraphs 
to the Agent General as follows—- 

“Join other Agents General in representing 


most strongly to the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


that the Government approves of the 
Marriages Bill.” 

The Premier of Western Australia 
telegraphs to the Agent General as 
follows— 

“Make urgent representations in concert 


with Australian Colonies on behalf of Govern- 
ment here in support of Lord Strathcona’s 
Marriages Bill.” 


The Premier of Queensland telegraphs 
to the Agent General as follows— 


“T authorise you to make representations in 
favour of Lord Strathcona’s Marriages Bill.” 


The Premier of Tasmania telegraphs 
to the Agent General as follows— 


“Report strongly in favour of Lord Strath- 
cona’s Bill.” 
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The Premier of New Zealand telegraphs 
to the Agent General that— 


“The Government cordially approves of the 
Colonial Marriages Bill.” 


The Agent General for the Cape of Good 
Hope states that— 


“The Government and people of the Cape 
Colonies are distinctly favourable to the 
Colonial Marriages Bill.” 


It has been said also that to pass the 
law would be invidious, as it would make 
the marriages contracted in the Colonies 
legal in the United Kingdom, the prin- 
ciple of such marriages not yet haviag 
been accepted in this country. In my 
judgment there is no parallel between the 
two cases, and the argument is not sound. 
Such marriages are not legal inthe United 
Kingdom, and the question does not 
therefore arise in the same way; but 
such marriages are legal in the Colonies, 
with the assent of the Crown, and why 
should the children of such marriages 
when they come home bear a mark of 
disgrace! Why should they be legiti- 
mate in one part of the British Empire 
and illegitimate in another, when the 
marriage is perfectly legal, under laws 
passed by local Parliaments and assented 
to by the Queen? 
happen that persons contracting such 
marriages are obliged to come home— 
by family affairs or otherwise—and what 
a welcome they and their children receive ! 


It may sometimes 


Such an Act, if passed, does injustice 
none, but would extend 
and would prevent injustice, to many. 
As the law now stands property in the 
United Kingdom might pass away from 
a family to others, simply because mar- 
riages that are legal in, say, Canada. are 
not recognised as legal here. Is this a 
creditable state of things in our present 
civilisation! I am sure I need say no 
more to commend the Bill to your Lord- 
ships’ favourable consideration. For 
some years past the different parts of 
the Empire have been drawn close 
together. The troops of the Colonies 
have fought shoulder to shoulder with 
those of the Motherland. Her Majesty’s 
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subjects in the Colonies have shared in 
the joys and in the sorrows of their 
Motherland. Glad people from every 
part of the world where the British flag 
is paramount came to London last year 
to do honour to their beloved Sovereign. 
Then, again, to come to more material 
matters, British goods are receiving pre- 
ferential treatment in some parts of the 
Empire, and the feeling in favour of its 
extension to others is growing. In fact, 
we are all doing our best to develop the 
Empire of which we are so proud, and 
to strengthen the ties which bind us 


together, and the removal of this griev- 


ance cannot fail to further consolidate 
the union. Let me therefore appeal to 
your Lordships to express your approval 
of this Bill, which seeks to remove what 
is regarded as a grave anomaly in the 
Colonies, to remove a restriction which 
operates against one of their most sacred 
rights, and to free the children of your 
Colonial brethren who, contract perfectly 
legal marriages from the stigma which 
now attaches to them when they come 
to their Motherland. I may also be per- 
mitted to address a word to the most 
reverend and the right reverend Lords 
in this House. It is that the clergy, 
both of the Established Church, of the 
other Protestant denominations, and of 
the Catholic Church in Canada, and I 
believe also in the other Colonies, have 
accepted this Bill, and unquestionably 
many of them approve of it. I would 
now, my Lords, in closing, desire to say 
that I stand here—it is by the gracious 
will of the Sovereign that I have the 
privilege—as a colonist, as one of those 
coming from the Colonies. Every man 
in the Colonies looks upon himself as 
being as much an Enelishman as if he 
were born within the bounds of the 
United Kingdom. He glories in the 
name of an Englishman, and he has all 
the aspirations that you. and all those 
who are loyal to the Empire. have. This 
Measure affects—and affects very gravely 
—many in the Colonies, from the Minis- 
ter of the Crown to the artisan, and many 
of them the most worthy and the most 
loyal. I would withdraw this last ex- 
pression, “the most loyal,” because it is 
unquestionably the case that throughout 
the Dominion of Canada, and I believe I 
can speak equally for the whole of the 
Colonies, there is but one standard, but 
one measure of loyalty. Such being the 
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case, and feeling as they do that they 
are, equally with those in this country, 
members of the great Empire to which 
we all belong, I am sure that you, my 
Lords, will on this occasion send a mes- 
sage of goodwill to those who are in the 
position that has been referred to, that 
you are desirous of doing full justice to 
them. I leave this Measure in your 
hands, and [ trust that it will be passea, 
not by a narrow majority, but that you 
will give it a Second Reading unani- 
mously. 


*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Haussury): My Lords, I hope the 
noble Lord who has just speken will 
believe that, in opposing this Bill, I do 
not yield to him or anyone in the desire 
to exhibit respect and regard fer our 
Colonial fellow-subjects ; but it appears 
to me that it is not inconsistent with our 
respect and regard for each other that 
this country should claim to be entitled 
to have some consideration for the pre- 
servation of its own laws, while recognis- 
ing the right of the Colonies to have 
some laws peculiar to themselves. I con- 
fess I do not regard this Bill as being 
what it purports to be 





“ An Act to amend the law as to marriages 
contracted in the Colonies with a deceased 
wife’s sister.” 


I am not quite certain that it might not, 
perhaps, have borne that character to 
some extent as long as it remained in 
its original form. The noble Lord has 
informed us that there was a doubt— 
I confess Ido not know where the doubt 
can be—that as the Bill was originally 
framed it would have allowed anybody 
to go from this country to the Colonies 
to be married, and come back again, not- 
withstanding that the law in this country 
would have made such a marriage invalid. 
He now proposes to introduce, as a quali- 
fication of the operation of the Bill, that 
the parties to the marriage should be 
domiciled in Canada. 


*Lorp STRATHCONA ann MOUNT 
ROYAL: In any one of the Colonies in 
which the marriage takes place. 





*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: In one 
respect that may be very satisfactory, 
but it appears to remove from the Bill 
the character and the title it bears. It 
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‘has nothing to do with Colonial mar- 
wiages. It does not affect Colonial 
marriages. What does it do? And the 
only thing it does is to alter the law 
of inheritance in England as to realty. 
‘That is the operation of the Bill. And 
it appears to me it is an unreasonable 
thing that the Colonies should suggest 
that there is any injustice done because 
we desire to maintain our own law of 
inheritance in this country. I wonder 
what the noble Lord would say if we 
were to introduce into Canada some of 
our peculiar tenures and rights of in- 
heritance such as gavelkind and borough- 
english. I think he would say it was 
intolerable tyranny to impose on Canada 
laws of inheritance which have long 
‘obtained here but are unsuitable there. 
My Lords, I say this Bill has nothing to 
do with the question of marriage with a 
‘deceased wife’s sister. It does not 
directly affect it, but it is obvious enough 
that it is intended by indirect means ta 
remove one of the consequences of mar- 
riage with a deceased wife’s sister in 
this country, and so facilitate that ques. 
tion here. When that question comes to 
be debated it will be debated on its 
merits. I do not deny that opinions on 
the subject are divided in both Houses 
of Parliament. A Bill legalising such 
marriages has never received the assent 
of the Legislature, and until then I do 
not understand on what ground it should 
be a Colonial grievance that the con- 
sequences of marriages which we think 
are not lawful should not follow in respect 
of land in this country. It is inverting 
the order of things. You try to prevent 
tk consequences of a law as applicable 
to English land, and, having done that, 
you think it would be more easy to get 
rid of the law itself, because you have 
got rid of one of the consequences of the 
law as it at present exists. No doubt, if 
we remove the consequences of disobey- 
ing the law in England, it will be much 
more easy to get rid of the law itself; 
but are we to recognise a marriage in any 
part of the world, however contrary to 
English views! It is argued because this 
country has sanctioned such marriages 
elsewhere we must accept the law for 
ourselves with all its consequences. The 
argument is not new. I observe that 
Mr. Roebuck, in one of the discussions 
in the House of Commons, made us? 
of the argument with reference to 
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some parts of India, where mar- 
riages were allowed between a Hindoo 
brother and sister, and that we ought to 
allow it to carry the right of inheritance 
in this country! The logical conclusion 
of the argument of the noble Lord is 
that we are to recognise any marriage in 
any part of the world. It appears to me 
that it is an unreasonable application of 
the general desire we have to allow our 
Colonies to govern themselves. It is not 
to govern themselves, but to govern us, 
and to induce us to alter our law of in- 
heritance in accordance with their view. 
If it is suggested that our law of inherit- 
ance is defective, then let us amend it. 
No doubt cases may be put, as they may 
be put in almost every region of thought, 
where you bring things so near the line 
that you may say that one is an absur- 
dity and anomaly, and another is not. 
If the law is wrong amend it; but so 
long as it is the law the Colonies have no 
right to dictate to us in what form we 
will allow our law to operate. To my 
mind the law is intelligible. It distin- 
guishes between personalty and realty, 
or what in other countries are called 
movables and immovables. It is not un- 
reasonable that the law should allow in- 
heritance of land only to persons whom, 
in England, we regard as having cele- 
brated a legal marriage. The concession 
the noble Lord proposes would, to some 
extent, modify the mischief of the Bill in 
one respect—it would prevent people 
going to the Colonies to evade the law 
of this country, and make a valid mar- 
riage, and come back. But in other 
respects it would make the matter much 
worse, because the moment vou introduce 
this question of domicile as a condition 
precedent to the validity of marriage, you 
introduce a degree of uncertainty and 
difficulty in establishing the rights of 
inheritance, which certainly is not desir- 
able. No doubt we have to deal with 
this question sometimes as it is. That is 
no reason for increasing the difficulty, 
and in such a manner as to give rise to 
serious and greater difficulty hereafter. 
When we are dealing with the validity 
of marriages it should be remembered 
that that validity affects more deeply 
than anything can possibly do. the happi- 
ness of those who have to rely upon them 
and the consequences to the issue. When 
you are dealing with the question of 
validity or invalidity of marriage, . 
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depending on domicile, you have to mves- 
tigate it under circumstances of great 
difficulty as to what has or has not been 
atrue domicile. It is suggested that it 
is easy to establish domicile, but I have 
no fewer than 10 definitions of “ domi- 
cile.” I will not trouble your Lordships 
by reading them. The law of domicile 
has reference not only to English land, 
but what is received in all civilised coun- 
tries as the law of domicile. English 
judges have certainly not underrated the 
difficulty of defining the term “ domiciie.” 
Their language, on the contrary, generally 
points to the two conclusions 
a satisfactory definition of “domicile ” is, 
from the nature of things, unattainable ; 
and, secondly, that, even if the term be 
definable, every attempt to obtain a ser- 
viceable definition has hitherto ended in 
failure. It is proposed in the Bill to 
make the validity of these marriages 
dependent on where the parties to them 
were domiciled at the time when the 
actual marriage took place. That would 
mean, perhaps, that 30 or 40 years after 
the marriage investigation would have 
to be made to ascertain if the parties to 
the marriage had settled at such place 
with the intention of remaining there, 
unless unforeseen accident should induce 
them to go elsewhere. I do not believe 
that, except for the indirect object to 
which I have referred, this is a question 
which is practically important to anyone. 
The acoustic properties of this Chamber 
are certainly not amongst its most con- 
spicuous advantages; but, so far as I 
have been able to hear—and I apologise 
if I am mistaken—the noble Lord has 
not given a single example in which the 
question had arisen as to the rights of 
children born of such marriages to inherit 
property in this country. This is an 
abstract proposition of law that the 
Colonies desire to establish for our bene- 
fit. Why should they! There is no agi- 
tation for the Bill. Mav I take the 
analogous case of Scotland? In the case 
of Scotland offspring legitimatised after 
marriage can inherit, and though they 
are debarred from inheritance in Eng- 
land, there is no agitation in Scotland 
that their law should be recognised here. 
It comes to this, that because there is a 
general desire in the Colonies that mar- 
riage between a deceased wife’s sister and 
the husband should not be prohibited, 
The Lord Chancellor. 
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the law of inheritance in this country 
is to be entirely altered in favour of that 
view. Much as we desire the affection 
and regard of the Colonies, I submit it 
is not for the Colonies to dictate to Eng- 
land what England should do as to the 
English law of inheritance. This is no 
new question. I need scarcely remind 
your Lordships that a similar ques- 


tion was propounded to your Lord- 
ships in 1235 by the Norman 


priests, in order to introduce the Norman 
law of inheritance into England ; but this 
House then said, “ We will not allow the 
laws of England to be changed.” On this 
ground [ submit to your Lordships that 
this Bill would be a very bad precedent ; 
it would not rest here. We have given 
the Colonies entire freedom in respect to: 
their own land and their own legislation. 
Surely the Mother country is not to be: 
the only country in the wérld which is 
not to be allowed to have its own law 
of inheritance. I beg to move that the: 
Bill be read a second time this day three 
months. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, my noble and learned Friend the: 
Lord Chancellor, I am sure, wishes it to 
be known that he is expressing his indi- 
ridual opinion only, and not speaking 
collectively on the part of his colleagues , 





and I hope—in fact, I have reason 
to believe—that he will not dis- 
approve of my emphasising that 


position if, briefly, I ask your Lord- 
ships to listen to a few words in opposition 
to the arguments of my noble and learned 
Friend. My noble and learned Friend 
and I enjoy the advantage of having re- 
hearsed the arguments which he has 
addressed, and which I will endeavour to. 
address, to your Lordships on this ques- 
tion. It is 20 years ago since I heard my 
noble and Learned Friend the Lord Chan- 
cellor make somewhat the same speeclr 
that he has made to-night, and I am 
sure he will be able to say, when I have 
concluded my remarks, that he has heard 
me make a similar speech before. I look 
back on that rehearsal with satisfaction. 
It was during the Parliament of 1874 
that a similar Bill to this was presented 
to the House of Commons, and my noble 
and learned Friend at that time addressed 
to his Conservative colleagues, who were 
in a great majority in that House, the 
arguments that he has addressed to your 
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whom he addressed, by a majority 
of 51, disregarded the arguments 
of my noble and learned Friend. 


But, my Lords, a good deal has happened 
since that time. When we were discuss- 
ing the matter in 1877 and 1878 I think 
only three Colonies had passed Bills 
validating marriages with a deceased 
wife’s sister. At the present moment 
every legislative Colony, I believe, with 
one exception, has passed Bil's making 
these marriages legal. The responsibility 
does not rest only with the Colonies. 
If those laws were immoral, unjust, or 
impolitic, they ought not to have received 
the assent of Her Majesty’s advisers at 
home. Such advice has been well con- 
sidered, and I would venture to remind 
my noble and learned Friend that the 


most important approval in respect 
of those Measures was given to 
Jersey, near at home, where the 
eflect owas more likely to be 


brought to England ; and that approvai 
was not given longer ago than in the 
year 1896, after the experience of the 
effect of these laws in the Colonies. I 
hope your Lordships will allow me very 
briefly to remind you of what the 'aw 
is in this matter. It is true that these 
marriages are valid in the Colonies. and 
they are valid here. If a man, after 
having contracted one of these unions, 
came to this country and married again 


whilst his wife was alive, he could 
be indicted for bigamy, and would 
be liable to punishment for that 


offence in the courts of this country, be- 
cause there would be a valid marriage 
against him. There is also the fact that 
these marriages are so valid here that 
the children of such marriages, having 
been born in wedlock, do inherit personal 
or leasehold property descending from 
their parents. My noble and learned 
Friend is perfectly content that the chil- 
dren of such marriages shall take lease- 
hold property existing for 999 years, and 
yet he shrinks from the prospect of their 
enjoying real property or freehold. The 
result is as stated in former Debates, 


that a man who has. contracted 
one of these marriages, and who 
comes to this country and_ takes 


possession of a leasehold house, and 
afterwards builds a stable on a piece 
of freehold land, is a married man in his 
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house and a widower in his stable, and 
his son may sit at his table as legitimate, 
but the moment he goes into the stable 
he becomes illegitimate. There is this 
still greater anomaly: a man dies with 
children born of this lawful marriage, 
and these children have to pay some of 


those numerous duties aftecting the 
estates of persons after death. I wilh 
take the legacy duty, for example. He 


leaves behind him a legaey of leasehold 
house, which is personal property. The 
proper official on behalf of the Govern- 
ment appraises the duty, and he holds 
the children to be the legitimate children 
of A. B., and as such they pay 3 per’ 
cent. duty. But the same official, having 
to deal with the same will and the same: 
testator, and with virtually the same 
property, has to declare that, because the: 
deceased left freehold land, the same: 
children are illegitimate, and that they 
are not the children of A. B., but are 
strangers in blood, and therefore have 
to pay 10 per cent. May I ask my 
noble and learned Friend how he would 
satisfy the conscience of that official? 
My noble and learned Friend has asked,. 
“What right have the Colonies to dictate 
to the Mother country!” I cannot see 
why it should be said that Lord Strath- 
cona is dictating to you. In what sense 
are the Colonies dictating? They are 
seeking to do nothing without the sanc- 
tion of both Houses of Parliament and 
the approval of the Crown. Surely, whem 
they come to this House or the other 
House of Parliament and say, “ We place 
before you arguments which we think are 
valid,’ it is not right to assert that they 
are dictating to us. I should be sorry 
if any colonists should suppose that the 
doors of this House or the other House 
are closed to them, and I am sure my 
noble and learned Friend would not wish 
them to suppose that. But I would ask 
him to consider whether it is not really 
a wrong impression to convey that there 
is anything worthy of censure in the 
appeal made to us in a constitutional 
way to alter a law which is anomalous 
and unjust. Surely the Colonies had 
better appeal to us within the walls 
of Parliament than agitate against 
the Mother country outside them. My 
noble and learned Friend made very 
strong use of the argument that 
we should not, at the dictation of 
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‘with the law of inheritance in 
this country. I assure my noble and 
learned Friend that there is no desire 
‘to alter the law of inheritance. The law 
‘of inheritance now is that a man’s chil- 
dren, lawfuliy born in wedlock, shall suc- 
ceed to his property. The question is 
whether all children born in wedlock 
shall or shall not be regarded as the 
Yawful and legitimate children of the 
parties fer all purposes. That alters the 
status of the individual, but the law of 
‘inheritance will remain in this country 
‘as at present. My noble and learned 
Friend’s argument that there is no real 
‘grievance here, because no instance has 
socecurred in which anyone has been 
affected by the present state of the law, 
as rather an argument in favour of the 
Bill; for, if it would make no difference, 
why not accede to the wishes of those 
who desire the alteration? We must 
remember, though, that these Bills have 
not been passed very long in all the 
‘Colonies, and cases in point might not 
yet have arisen. Are you going to allow 
the law to remain as at present, and 
permit of a state of affairs in which, if 
‘a man who was lawfully married in one 
‘of our Colonies, and whose children have 
been born in lawful wedlock, should 
desire to return and enjoy his remaining 
years at home, his children would for 
the purposes of heirship to land and 
‘honours have always the = stain of 
‘illegitimacy in this country! My noble 
and learned Friend used the argument 
‘that there would be ereat difficulty in 
proving what domicile was. Your Lord- 
ships will, of course, understand that this 
Bill is intended to apply not to the mere 
passenger who goes to a Colony for the 
purpose of marrying, but only to domi- 
ciled colonists. The Bill will be pre- 
sented to your Lordships in that form 
for Third Reading. The domicile will 
‘have to be proved in this country before 
a jealous tribunal in the case of a person 
who seeks to obtain land. It is not a 
question of what the law is in the Colo- 
nies; it must be domicile according to 
‘the law of this country. The same diff- 
‘culty would apply if a person came here 
and appealed to obtain possession of that 
‘property to which I have referred—lease- 
‘hold of 999 years. Whatever the diffi- 
culties in defining domicile, its ap- 
plication is not very difficult. There 


Lord James of Hereford. 


Colonial Marriages 


allow any interference 
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has never been any difficulty in 
determining domicile, and I believe there 
never will be any difficulty in the future. 
My noble and learned Friend said he did 
not believe there was any real feeling in 
the Colonies on this subject. If it were 
a mere matter of sentiment, probably 
you would not listen to such a demand; 
but it is not sentiment for a man to say, 
“I wish my child to be certain of his 
lezitimacy on returning to the Mother 
country.” Two years ago the Agents 
General of all our legislative Colonies 
were instructed directly by their Govern- 


ments to appeal to the Colonial 
Office for assistance to carry this 
Bill, and last year the Colonial 
Prime Ministers, every one of them, 
in a body approached the Colonial 
Secretary and begged his assistance. 


You have, therefore, this twice-repeated 
appeal from the Colonies. Your Lord- 
ships have the privilege of having 
amongst you; many Members of this 
House who have been Governors, repre- 
senting the Queen in our Colonies. I 
know a good many of them; some of 
them have already given proof of the 
fact that they approve of this Bill. I 
would ask my noble and learned Friend, 
when the record is made of those who 
vote on this question, to see if one of 
these ex-Governors of our Colonies will 
say “Not content” to this Bill. They 
know the feelings of the Colonies they 
have ruled over, and the wishes of the 
people, and I now make the statement 
that Ido not believe that any one of those 
distinguished men who are ex-Colonial 
Governors will do other than give his 
support to this Bill. I regret that I 
should have occupied so much of your 
lordships’ time, but long ago I became 
convinced of the justice of the demand 
made by this Bill, and as time has passed 
on that conviction has grown and be- 
come firmer. It is this feeling and faith 
that have caused ime to address your 
Lordships with almost tco much earnest- 
ness, and also to take the course, which 
I do with much regret, of opposing the 
views of my noble and learned Friend on 
the Woolsack. 


*Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I ver 
ture to ask your Lordships’ indulgence 
for one moment. It appears to me that 
the speech we have just heard confirms 
the opinion I have long entertained, 
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which I believe embodies the only solu- 
tion of all these questions, and which has 
the advantage of being founded upon a 
hint that was thrown out by the noble 
Earl, Lord Kimberley, two years ago in 
reference to a kindred matter. My 
Lords, it is not to be denied—the speech 
of the noble Lord who has just sat down 
proves it up to the hilt—that our mar- 
riage law is at the present moment abso- 
lutly anomalous. There is one law for 
Scotland, another for Ireland, and a third 
for England. We have a different law in 
regard to the Colonies, and perhaps we 
may have a fifth law for India. I cannot 
understand anyone approaching this 
question and not coming to the coneta- 
sion that such an anomaly is one which 
it is the duty of the Legislature to 
remedy if it can. We are all agreed 
that it is desirable to draw closer and 
tighter the links which unite the Mothez 
country with the Colonies. We not onl 
desire to draw the links closer, but we are 
at this present moment rejoicing in an 
increase of friendship and good feelias 
between this country and the United 
States of America. In view of the ano- 
inalies which, as Lord James of Hereiord 
has pointed out, exist between the 
jaw in the Colonies on this important 
subject of marriage and the law in this 
country in regard to a matter which 
touches the devolution of property and 
the legitimacy of children, I venture to 
suggest that it would be well within 
the wisdom of Her Majesty’s Government 
to consider the question of appointing a 
Commission, which need take a very 
short time to consider the whole condi- 
tion of the marriage law as it affects the 
United Kingdom and the Colonies; and 
if, as the outcome of that Commission, 
we were able to arrive at some uniform 
law which should apply equally to this 
country, to Scotland, Ireland, and the 
Colonies, { would suggest that that 
law should be embodied in a Statute, and 
that civil marriage should be compulsory 
upon everyone, as is the case, under 
the Code Napoleon, on the Continent, 
leaving the Church and all other reli- 
gious bodies free to enforce their own 
discipline and their own law as to mar- 
riage. Let the same law apply to all 
religious denominations, whether it be 
the Church of England, Roman Catholics, 
Nonconformists, or what not, and allow 
each separate community to enforce their 
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own regulations as to marriage. By 
adopting some such course the State 
would do what it has a perfect right to 
do, and what is undoubtedly its duty to 
do, which is of primary importance to the 
well-being of the community. I venture 
to say that if something of the sort could 
be done we should all find ourselves in 
agreement, and we should put an end to 
these extremely unpleasant discussions, 
in which the real issues are never dis- 
cussed, and in which, as in the present 
case, the question is being determined 
by reference to a side issue which is 
outside the general object of validating 
in England marriages legally contracted 
in the Colonies. I venture to submit 
that the best solution of the present 
difficulty is to make civil marriages com- 
pulsory upon everyone—as it is abroad— 
leaving the different Churches to enforce 
their own law according to their own 
principles. 


Viscount ESHER: My Lords, I desire 
to say afew words in explanation of the 
vote which I am about to give. I am 
about, for the first time within my 
memory, to vote contrary to the view of 
the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack, and I am about to vote in favour 
of this Bill. I doubt very much whether 
the Bill is legally necessary—it has be- 
come necessary by reason of that which 
is really embodied in the Amendment 
which the noble and learned Lord desires 
the House to pass—namely, to refuse the 
passing of this Bill. I doubt very much 
whether it is a true proposition to say 
that without this Bill the children of 
these marriages will not or cannot suc- 
ceed to real property in this country. It 
has never been so decided, and it may be 
—and I for my part should anticipate 
that it would be—decided that you can- 
not take away from them their rights as 
the lawful children of a lawful marriage. 
It cannot be questioned that after the 
marriages have taken place, subject to a 
law passed in the Colonies, which law has 
been acceded to by the Sovereign, those 
marriages are lawful. They are lawful in 
the Colony, and they are equally lawful 
in this country. Nobody could say any- 
thing in this country in any process of 
law that these parties were not legally 
married. Then comes the question of the 
children—the lawful children of a legal 
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marriage. It is said thet the lew of in- 
heritance in this country will be altered 
unless this Bill is rejected. What is the 
law of this country under such circum- 
stances! It is this: that the children 
lawfully begotten of a lawful marriage, 
which is lawful in this country, are the 
people to inherit the real property oi 
their parents. That is the law. It 
the Amendment which will alter the law, 
and which will say: Although you are a 
lawful child, a lawful male child of your 
parents, who were lawfully married, yet, 
on the death of your father, although ac 
cording to the law of England every law- 
ful child is entitled to inherit, you are 
not entitled to inherit. Why? Because 
your mother was sister of the person 
who had been your father’s wife before. 
That is what the noble and _ learned 
Lord’s Amendment would come to; and 
that would be, as it seems to me, to alter 
the law of inheritance, because it would 
say, although your parents were lawfully 
married—although they remained law- 
fully married, not only in the Colonies, 
but here—you are not the heir-at-law. 
In my view he is the heir-at-law ; and, 
if he is, what else remains to be argued! 
He must inherit, according to the law of 
England, the real property which is real 
property in England. The lawful son of 
a lawful marriage, who is a subject, is, 
under any circumstances, entitled to suc- 
ceed. I do not say anything about ano- 
malies. I do not vote one way or the 
other because it is said to be an anomaly. 
The law is full of anomalies; the ques- 
tion, to my mind, is: it is an unjust ano- 
maly—it is contrary to every view that 
we take of the rights of the children, and 
for this reason I shall vote in favour 
of the Bill and against the Amendment 
and against that which is really embodied 
in the Amendment. 

*Viscount KNUTSFORD: With the 
leave of your Lordships, I will venture in 
a very few words to state why I shall 
vote with the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack. I will premise by saying, 
as he did, that I yield to no one in my 
desire to meet, as far as I possibly can, 
the reasonable wishes of the colonists, 
and in my sympathy with them, and in 
the hope to see them always closely 
united with the Mother country. I 
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Viscount Esher. 
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to five and a half years’ service as Secre- 
tary of State, during which time I think 
I must have shown that sympathy with 
the colonists which I believe they them- 
selves fully recognise. I shall not, of 
course, venture to discuss the question 
of law that has just been raised by the 
noble and learned Lord, but I will point 
out that, at all events, he is the only one 
that has ever advocated that view; and 
it certainly is not the view that is taken, 
and has been taken for 20 years, by the 
promoters of this Measure; and, as will 
be seen by the petition which has been 
referred to, the view of the supporters 
of this Bill is the view that has been 
taken by the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack. The marriage is valid im 
this country, and the children are legiti- 
mate and can inherit, so far as regards 
personalty, but they are incapacitated 
from inheriting real property, because, 
though they are the children of a valid 
marriage, they are not the children of a 
marriage that can be validly contracted 
in this country. I wish to endeavour to 
keep clear of the legal aspect of the case, 
but, at all events, let it be observed that 
the legal proposition just put forward 
that these children could inherit real 
property is not accepted by the pre- 
moters of the Bill, whose sole object is to 
secure that these children should inherit 
real property. That is the short point at 
issue. There is no principle better estab- 
lished than this—that the succession to 
real property is governed by the Jer loc: 
—the law that applies where the pro- 
perty is—and it is that /er loci, that 
ancient and well established law of in- 
heritance in this country, that we are 
now asked to change. I cannot conceive 
there being any question upon that point, 
because it is admitted by the people who 
promote this Bill that they are asking 
for a change of the law of inheritance. 
Well, my Lords, surely there must be 
some very strong—I had almost said, 
some overwhelming—reasons to induce 


us to make this serious change in our 
law. We have been told that a great 


interest is felt in the Colonies upon this 
question. Of course I do not for a 
moment deny that there is a great inte: 
rest felt in the Colonies upon this 
question, but I venture to think that too 
much stress has been laid upon that in- 
terest, and the overwhelming character of 
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it, for I observe that this Bill is spoken 
of as an “Imperial concern” in one of 
the papers that have been submitted to 
us. I think too much stress is laid upon 
that interest when you come to con- 
sider the history of this Measure. Very 
shortly I would like to remind your 
Lordships that in 1877 a Bill was brought 
in for this purpose. It passed a Second 
Reading in the House of Commons in the 
February of that year by a majority of 
51, and it was then dropped. In 1878 
another Bill was brought in amending 
the previous year’s Bill by omitting cer- 
tain clauses and words which had been 
objected to. That Bill received a Second 
Reading, but by a reduced majority of 
21, also in the month of February, and 
then was dropped. That seems to show 
that there was no very strong pressure 
at that time on the part of the pro- 
moters, when it is considered that the 
Bill received a Second Reading so early 
in the Session as February, and was then 
dropped. I would also call your Lord- 
ships’ attention to this: that the great 
argument used in the discussion upon 
the Bill in 1878 was the interest felt in 
the Colonies, and Mr. Baxter, who, I be- 
lieve, had Under Secretary for 
the Colonies, said that if the law was 
not altered the question would soon give 
rise to angry feelings, and would weaken 
the union between this country and the 
Colonies, and he went so far as to say 
that the rejection of this Measure was 
more likely to lead to the separation of 
the Colonies ‘ee anything else. Such, 
my Lords, is the value of prophecy. 
Twenty years have passed, and never at 
any time have the Colonies been more 
closely united to the Mother country, 
and more determined to remain part of 
the Empire, than now; and, moreover, 
during the 20 years that have elapsed 
since that prophecy was made not a 
single Bill, so far as I know, has been 
broucht in in either House, nor even a 
petition presented. I am _ not dis- 
puting that there is a strong feel- 
ing and a_ strong interest felt in 
the Colonies on this question, but 
I do venture to say that it has been 
rather exaggerated, and that too much 
stress has been laid upon it on this occa- 
sion. I would also point out that in 
1887, at the Colonial Conference, at 
which I had the honour to preside as 
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Secretary of State, a discussion was ini- 
tiated by Sir John Downer, the Premier 
of South Australia, upon this very point, 
and I should like to call vour Lordships’ 
attention to what took place, In the 
first place, Sir John Downer was very 
anxious that a Bill should be introduced 
and passed in this country declaring these 
marriages valid in this country. That 
was the main object, because he, and 
those associated with him, were under the 
impression that there were doubts enter- 
tained as to the mlidity. of these mar- 
riages in this country, and it was their 
chief desire to get any doubt upon this 
point removed by legislation. And, im 
the second place, the Colonies, as a 
whole, were not agreed at that time upon 
pressing us for a change in the law of 
inheritance. The delegates of Canada, 
Newfoundland, the Cape, Western Aus- 
tralia, and New Zealand dissociated 
themselves from any desire to press for 
a change of the law relating to real pro- 
perty in this country. With your Lord- 
permission, I will read two pas- 
nly, which will prove this. Sir 
A. Campbell, of Canada, said— 

“We altered our law to suit our position in 

conformity with the desire of the people, and 
we are quite willing that the people of England 
should retain their laws until they see a neces- 
sity for changing them,” 
And Sir Thomas Upington, then, I think, 
Attorney General for the Cape, desired 
that marriages lawfully entered into in 
the United Kingdom and in the Colonies 
should be looked upon as valid marriages 
in every portion of Her Majesty’s 
dominions, but that nothing contained in 
this proposal should be taken to affect 
the existing law of the United Kingdom 
or of any Colony 


ships’ 


saves 


“with reference to property situated within 
the United Kingdom or Colony.” 


And, speaking generally, I may add that 
that— 


the view 


“beeause the Colonies had been allowed to 
legislate on this subject of marriage it did not 
well become them to turn round “and say you 
suictioned the law, and therefore now you 
must alter your law to suit it,” 


was held by the 





delegates of West 
Australia, New Zealand, and New- 
foundland. That was the opinion of 
the delegates at the Conference of 1887 
upon the question. Of course, after 
what Lord Strathcona and Mount 
Royal has said, I understand that, 
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at all events, the Dominion of Canada has 
certainly changed her opinion, and_ is 
prepared to disown the opinion of 
the delegates of the Conference. I am 
not so certain that other Colonies must 
be taken to disown the opinion of the 
delegates by merely instructing their 
Agents General to support this Bill. 
Naturally, the Governments of these 
Colonies, if they felt that there was a 
strong feeling in favour of such a Mea- 
sure, would be willing to. instruct their 
Agents General to support the Bill, but 
I want to know whether the Colonial 
Governments have deliberately con- 
sidered the question, and changed their 
minds, and are prepared to disown the 
opinion of their delegates, expressed at 
the Conference, and I should like to know 
whether there has been any discussion 
in the Colonial Parliaments. I have not 
been able to find that there has been 
any upon this question, but, of course, 
I have not the advantages possessed by 
the noble Lord for locking that up. It 
would, however, be interesting to know 
whether the opinions of the Colonial 
Parliaments have been shown to be in 
favour of this Bill. I desire, further, 
my Lords, to enforce a point that has 
been brought forward by the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack, that we 
may fairly consider that there are not a 
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great number of people who will 
be affected by this Measure, at any 
rate, for years to come. I will 
venture to point out now, as I 


did in 1878, that it must not be assumed 
that there will be a great number of 
marriages in the Colonies of this kind, 
nor must it be assumed that there will be 
children of these marriages, nor that the 
people who contract these marriages will 
break up their homes in the Colonies, 
and settle down in the Mother country, 
nor that they will all buy real property, 
and die intestate. There can be no 
pecuniary hardship in any of these 
cases, because the parent has simply to 
leave his real property by will. I wiil 
also add, that I do not feel the full 
force of the alleged hardship. These 
persons enter into the marriage with a 
full knowledge of all the circumstances. 
They know that the marriage is valid in 
the Colonies ; they know that it is valid 
here, and that the children are __legiti- 


mate, but that the full benefits that flow 
Viscount Knutsford. 
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from the marriage in the Colony do not 
flow from it here, because of the in- 
capacity of the children to inherit real 
property, owing to their not being the 
issue of a farriage that can be lawfully 
contracted here. The case of Scotland 
is a similar case. The marriage con- 
tracted there is valid here, but one of 
the consequences which flow from the 
marriage there—namely, the legitimisa- 
tion of children born before the mar- 
riage—does not flow in this country. | 
admit that it is not a very pleasant thing 
to resist what is, no doubt, a strong 
wish on the part of the Colonies, but 
it is a question for this House to con- 
sider, whether that wish is so overwhelm- 
ing that we are prepared to meet it by 
changing our ancient law of inheritance. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: IT must 
say that I am a little surprised at some 
of the arguments of my noble Friend 
opposite, particularly at his appearing to 
think that it is not necessary to deal with 
this subject because no angry feeling 
has been manifested in the Colonies. 
Now, of all the arguments which I think 
are dangerous, the most dangerous is to 
say that there is any subject in which 
they are interested, and which we are 
not disposed to deal with, because it does 
not excite angry feelings. Above all 
things, I should imagine that my noble 
Friend himself and every Member of this 
House must sincerely desire that our 
relations with the Colonies shall, if 
possible, always be so conducted that 
nothing shall arise which shall create 
any angry feeling. My noble Friend 
ended by saying that there was a strong 
feeling in the Colonies at the present 
time, but he also sought to cast some 
doubt upon what was said by Lerd James 
that the Governments of the different 
Colonies had expressed an opinion upon 
the subject. I understood—I have no 
knowledge myself—that all the Agents 
General of all the Colonies which had 
Legislatures had expressed to the 
Colonial Office the strongest desire, 
speaking on behalf of their Governments, 
that this Measure should be adopted. I 
do not think we want any further 
authority than that. I should be very 
sorry if it should ever be considered 
necessary to go behind what the Colonies 
themselves, through their Governments 
and through their agents, submitted to 
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the Government and Parliament of this 
country, because I believe that to be th» 
only safe way of dealing with the ques- 
tion. My noble Friend also used an argu- 
ment which I cannot say I thought had 
any great weight. He said there would 
be no pecuniary loss, because, of course, 
the parents of these children might by 
will direct a certain disposition. My 
noble Friend forgot that in this country, 
under the circumstances, as the law now 
stands, they may be mulcted in 10 per 
cent. as illegitimate children, which I con- 
sider to be not altogether a small mattez. 
I cannot possibly see what injury i> 
people of this country can suffer by the 
alteration of the law. I am afraid that, 
not being a lawyer, I have not that extra- 
ordinary veneration for the law of in- 
heritance which would lead me to con- 
sider that to touch this sacred ark of the 
covenant must in itself be a calamity. 
If this were a case of altering the general 
law of inheritance of this country t! at 
might be a very different affair; but 
that is not the case. The point before 
us is this, that we have deliberately 
granted to our Colonies the right of 
exercising and of contracting marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister, and 
the Bills enabling them to do so came 
over to this country, and they received 
the assent of the Crown. Now, my view 
is this, that no injury can happen to this 
country, because the only injury which 
could be supposed to accrue would be 
that injury which I know is felt by some 
considerable number of noble Lords— 
namely, that it affects the marriage law, 
and that to allow such marriages is con- 
trary—I will not say to morality, but is 
likely to produce very evil consequences. 
But as regards this Bill, it will alter 
nothing. The marriages will take place 
all the same, and any injury which there 
may be by such marriages will remain, 
and all you do is this: that after recog- 
nising solemnly in a large portion of Her 
Majesty’s dominions the right to contract 
these marriages, you are then—because 
it happens that these children, if their 
parents were miarried here, would be 
illegitimate—to refise to grant them 
their rights and inheritance as lawfuily- 
begotten children, and you, in point 


of fact, inflict a fine upon them, 
for no possible reason that I car 
conceive excepting that it is a 
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wrong thing to alter our law of 
inheritance. It is not really an alteration. 
of our law of inheritance; it is simply 
bringing the actual facts of the case in. 
accordance with what we have done in 
our Colcnies, and it seems to me that the 
Colonies will have just reascn to com- 
plain if we refuse them this very natural 
request on their part. But I wish to put 
it upon a broader ground. I have always 
been an advocate of a change of the 
marriage law in this country in this. 
respect. But I do not advocate this Bill 
on those grounds. It is because I 
believe that to refuse to pass a Bill of 
this kind asked for by the Colonies in 
this way is inconsistent with the manner 
in which we are now governing our 
Colonial Empire. The very ground upon 
which we are enabled now to have such 
admirable relations with them is that we 
have always been ready to consult their 
wishes whenever it was possible, and 
whenever it did not injure the exist- 
ence of this country. I cannot see any- 
thing in granting this request which can 
inflict any real injury upon any man,,. 
woman, or child in this country, or in 
any way affect the general law of this: 
country, or can induce us to change our 
law because we have made this conces- 
sion. The argument in favour of a 
change in the law of marriage in this: 
country is derived from the fact that 
so many of our Colonies have adopted this 
change. The passing of this Bill is simply 
to prevent an injustice which will arise 
from the fact that the marriages can 
take place in our Colonies, and yet wher 
our fellow-colonists come over here they 
cannot enjoy those rights and privileges 
which I consider on all grounds they 
are entitled to enjoy. I ask you, my 
Lords, to seriously consider this, whether 
even if you do feel some objection to 
making this concession as regards our 
law of inheritance, you ought not to be 
prevailed upon to make a change by the 
far higher considerations of the import- 
ance of maintaining the most friendly 
and closest relations with our Colonies,. 
and in a matter of this kind, even where 
you have a doubt, I think you ought 
equally to take that away, which will 
show that you are ready to meet their 
wishes upon every legitimate and proper 
oceasion. I therefore earnestly hope 
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that the House will allow this Bill to 
pass into law. 


Question put. 
The House divided:—Contents 129; 
Not-Contents 46. 
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ang 

Raglan, L 

Scarsdale, L. 

) Stanmore, L. 


Halifax, V. 
Knutsford, V. 
Llandaff, V. 


Chester, L. Bp. 
Ely, L. Bp. 


Bill read tne second time accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
GUARANTEE) BILL. 
Read second time (according to order) ; 
and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read third time (according to order), 
and passed, 
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POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 


Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third time 
on Monday next. 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL. 
(H.L.] 
Read second time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


SOLICITORS BILL. [H.L.] 
Read second time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL BILL. 
Read second time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


UNION OF BENEFICES BILL. 
To be read second time on Monday 
next. (The Lord Privy Seal [V. Cross}). 


House adjourned at 5.15. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 8th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER 
Three of the clock. 


took the Chair at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—_—. 


(Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into complied with)—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 

VOL. LXI. [Fourtu Serigs.] 


{8 Juty 1898} 





Order Bills. 310 


one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, 
namely— 


MANCHESTER CARRIAGE AND TRAM- 
WAYS COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


SAINT MARYLEBONE CHURCHES BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
(Standing Orders not previously 


inquired into not complied with)—NMr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have not been complied with, 
namely— 


NEWCASTLE - UPON - TYNE 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing: 
Orders. 


CORPORA- 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


—_——— 


(Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with)—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bih, 
originating in the Lords, and referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Stand- 
ing Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, namely— 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [H.L.] 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


M 
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Returns, 


GREAT? EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT 
NORTHERN RAILWAYS JOINT COM- 
MITTEE BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


*REAT EASTERN RAILWAY (PENSIONS) 
BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


PETITIONS. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL, 


Against: From London (2), Brixton, 
West Wycombe, and Crewe; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: From Bris- 
tol and Whitby ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


Against: From Kirkcaldy ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


In favour: From Paisley (2); to lie 
upon the Table. 


{ COMMONS} 





Reports, etc. 312 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From Dysart ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MIDWIVES REGISTRATION BILL. 


In favour: From Gravesend; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Dosthiil 
ford; to lie upon the Table. 


and Brad- 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INLAND TRANSIT OF CATTLE (DEPARI- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE.) 

Copy presented of Report of the De- 
partmental ‘Committee appointed by 
the Board of Agriculture to inquire into 
and report upon the Inland Transit of 
Cattle, with Copy of the Minute appoint- 
ing the Committee [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Departmental Commit- 
tee appointed by the Board of Agricul- 
ture to inquire into and report upon the 
Inland Transit of Cattle, with Appendices 
and Index [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PILOTAGE, 


Copy presented of Abstract of Returns 
relating to Pilots and Pilotage in the 
United Kingdom (in continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper No. 290 of Session 
1897) as furnished by the various 
Pilotage Authorities [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
284.] 
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PRISONS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented. of Twentieth Report 
of the General Prisons Board (Ireland) 
for 1897-8, with an Appendix [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2147 to 2151 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Copy presented. of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 


No. 469 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NAVY AND MARINES. 
Return presented relative thereto 
Jordered 24th May; Sir John Colomb]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 

Copy ordered “of Return of Loss of 
Life at Sea for the year 1897 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper C. 8537).” 
—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
235. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Wuarron reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: 
Mr. Beach, and had appointed in substi- 
tution Mr. Nicol. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and io 
be printed. [No. 286.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 286.] 


Bill, as amended by the Standing Com- 
mittee, to be taken into consideration 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 296.] 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


ALIENS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 297.] 


LUNACY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 18th July, and 
to be printed. [Bill 298.] 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 
That they have agreed to— 
POOR LAW UNIONS’ ASSOCIATION BILL. 
SOLICITORS (IRELAND) BILL. 
TRAMWAYS ORDER IN COUNCIL (IRE- 


LAND), LONDONDERY AND LOUGH 
SWILLY RAILWAY BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


M 2 
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Amendments to— 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


without Amendment. 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL, 
with an Amendment. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
with Amendments. 


QUESTIONS. 


ALIENS IN LONDON. 


CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he is 
able to inform the House how many aliens 
came in the course of the year 1897 into 
the custody of the Metropolitan and City 
police, and how many were convicted of 
the offences with which they were 
charged ; and, further, in respect of how 
many fugitives from foreign criminal] 
justice was application for extradition 
addressed to New Scotland Yard and Old 
Jewry in the same twelve months; and 
how many persons were deported to Eng- 
land by Ministerial decree of expulsion 
in France, Belgium, Holland, Germany, 
Italy, Spain, Austria-Hungary, and 
Russia? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tua 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wuire 
Rivtzy, Lancashire, Blackpool): Three 
thousand and thirty-five aliens came intd 
the custody of these police forces in 1897, 
of whom 2,201 were convicted. Applica- 
tions for extradition are addressed to the 
Government, and only in cases of emer- 
gency or by inadvertence is a direct com- 
munication made to the police ; 43 appli- 
cations were received in 1897, the nuwm- 
ber of fugitive criminals whose surrender 
was demanded being 50. In addition 
warrants were issued cn direct applica- 
tion to a magistrate for the provisional 
arrests of 31 persons who were either 
not found or were discharged because the 
demand for extradition was not proceeded 
with. I have no information in regard 


to the last paragraph of the Question. 
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CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT : Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that a con- 
siderable number of persons are deported ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tus 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I can only say 
that I have no means of getting accurate: 
information. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.}: I would 
ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether he knows how many of these 
persons who were convicted answer to 
the description of pauper aliens? 


Sm M. W. RIDLEY: I imagine the 
great majority of them were pauper 
aliens, but I cannot say accurately. 


SHUTTLE-GUARDS.. 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
the time has now come when he ean lay 
before the House the Report on shuttl2- 
guards promised by him! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rue: 
HOME DEPARTMENT: A complete re- 
turn cannot yet be given; and, mor2- 
over, in consequence of the progress that 
is being made with the fencing of looms, 
the figures are materially changing, and 
any return would need repeated re- 
vision. So far, however, as can be stated 
at present, over 80 per cent. of the more 
rapid looms are already provided with. 
guards. 


Sir C. DILKE: I have not asked for 


a return—I wanted the promised report. 


SICKNESS IN THE ARMY. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the num- 
ber of sick soldiers annually granted sick 
furlough for the purpose of residing with 
their friends; the number of soldiers 
suffering from incurable disease who die 
annually in hospital; the number of men 
who have served in the Army now in the 
workhouses of the United Kingdom ; and 
the number who die annually in these 
institutions? 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to THe 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powety WiLuiams, 
Birmingham, 8.): The statistics collected 
for Army hospitals will not afford the 
particulars asked for. As regards work- 
houses, a return was obtained for a par- 
ticular night in December, 1897, when 
it was found that 8,952 men were present 
who claimed to have had Army service ; 
but 5,710 of them were unable to sub- 
stantiate that claim. As to deaths in 
svorkhouses, I have no information. 


PAYMENT OF WAGES IN LIVERPOOL 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
the wages paid to the Liverpool postal 
and telegrah staff on Saturday, 2nd July, 
were drawn from the cashier in the case 
of the telegraphists at 2 p.m. on the pre- 
vious Friday, and in the case of the post- 
men and sorters at 4 p.m., and held in 
hand by the pay clerks until Saturday ; 
also that early duty men kept on over- 
time till 10.30 p.m. through the American 
mails, and then coming on afternoon 
duty, had their families deprived of their 
wages until too late for the markets ; 
whether in the 40 years the indoor staff 
and the 16 years the outdoor staff havi 
enjoyed the privilege of payment on 
Fridays, a single case of an employee de- 
camping without completing the Satur- 
day’s work has been known ; and whether 
the Department will return to the former 
practice? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, Pres- 
ton): It was, of course, necessary for the 
officer entrusted with the duty of paying 
the staff to draw the amount from the 
cashier beforehand. The Postmaster 
General regrets if inconvenience was 
‘caused to a section of the men by their 
receiving their wages somewhat later 
than the rest, and with a view to prevent- 
ing this as far as possible in future, he has 
arranged for the wages to be paid as soon 
as the staff come on duty on Saturday. 
He is not aware of any post office servant 
at Liverpool having failed to perform the 


{8 Jury 1898} Refreshment Department. 





318 


Saturday’s work for which he had beea 
paid in advance on the day before, but 
he has no power to sanction the payment 
on Friday of wages to be earned on the 
following day. 


THE CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE 
REFRESHMENT DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that, although the staff of the 
Central Telegraph Office spend £25,009 
annually in the refreshment branch, the 
executive officers of the branch—namely, 
the president, manager, and the secre- 
tary—are appointed by the Department 
without reference to the staff; also that 
the manager buys all provisions and pays 
all bills without referring the details of 
such transactions to the staff’s repre- 
sentatives; whether he would consider 
the advisability of providing a more re- 
presentative system of management to en- 
courage the staff to endure the present 
discomforts whilst awaiting the proposed 
improvements ; and whether, in view of 
the dissatisfaction which exists, he will 
conduct a personal inquiry into the whole 
matter! 


Mr. HANBURY: Since 1890, when tha 
Department took over the control of the 
refreshment branch of the Central Tele- 
graph Office, the president, the manager, 
and the secretary have been appointed 
by the Department, the two latter being 
also paid by the Department. The 
manager orders all supplies of food, but 
the bills are paid by the treasurer. Tha 
accounts are duly audited and submitted 
to the committee for approval. The com- 
mittee consists of 12 members, four (in- 
cluding the president, manager, secretary, 
and one other) nominated by the Depart- 
ment and eight elected by the staff, who 
thus have a greater preponderance than 
exists in other similar cases. Under these 
circumstances it is not considered that a 
more representative system of manage- 
ment,is needed. The standing Depari- 
mental committee on _ refreshment 
arrangements has been instructed to :n- 
quire into the whole matter and to report 
what changes, if any, can be adopted to 
improve the arrangements temporarily. 
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Channelsea 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ 

: ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
will state the reason why Mr. C. H. Gar- 
land, the local secretary of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association, was ex- 
cluded from the deputation of telegraph 
clerks who interviewed the Controller on 
29th June with reference to the refresh- 
ment branch? 


Mr. HANBURY: I can only repeat 
what I said on the 4th instant. The Con- 
troller of the Central Telegraph Office 
told one of his superintendents that it 
was his wish to see telegraphists from 
each division, who should be generally 
representative of the staff. This superin- 
tendent, in exercising thediscretion with 
which he was thus entrusted, excluded 
Mr. Garland. But at least two members 
of the association who are, it is under- 
stood, serving on the committee were 
included in the deputation. 


WALES AND THE SCIENCE AND ART 
GRANT. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he will state what amount was 
paid to Wales in the year 1897, under 
the Estimates for the Science and Ari 
Department (sub-head D, item 8), and 
what approximately was the share re- 
ceived by Wales of the total Vote of 
£249,050 provided for 1897-8 under the 
sub-head referred to; and whether, in 
view of the fact that Wales has nu 
national museum, he will consider the 
desirability of further increasing the pro- 
vision made in the Estimates for lend- 
ing works of art to local centres! 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 
No payment was made to Wales in 1897 
from sub-head D, item 8. The payments 
made to Wales out of the several items 
composing sub-head D amounted w 
£7,432 in the financial year 1897-8. Any 
applications received from Wales for 


loans of objects to local museums will, as 
in the past, receive the fullest considera- 
tion. 
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CRUELTY TO MAIL CART HORSES. 


Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea. 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the attention of the 
Postmaster General has been drawn to. 
the conviction last week of Edward Gib- 
son, of Brierley Hill, Staffordshire, mail 
van driver, and Bernard Maginn, of Bir- 
mingham, contractor, at the Brierley Hill 
Police Court, for cruelty to a horse draw- 
ing the mail cart from Birmingham to 
Brierley Hill, the first-named being 
charged for driving the animal, and th. 
latter for causing it to be worked, the 
evidence showing the horse to be in a 
deplorable state, with sores on both 
shoulders and elsewhere, and that the 
condition of the horse had been pointed 
out to Bernard Maginn; and whether, 
under these circumstances, the Post- 
master General will cancel the contract 
now in existence, and direct that in future 
no other contract shall be given to Bez 
nard Maginn in connection with Her 
Majesty’s mails? 


Mr. HANBURY: Attention was called 
to the conviction of Gibson and Maginn 
for cruelty to a mare engaged in draw- 
ing the Birmingham and Brierley Hill 
mail cart, and a communication on the 
subject was made to the contractor on the 
4th instant. The Postmaster General has 
given notice to terminate the present 
contract, and, of course, has no intentiom 
of entering into any other contract with 
Maginn. 


CHANNELSEA RIVER. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) = 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been drawn to the condition of that 
part of the Channelsea river which lies: 
within the county borough of West Ham ;. 
whether he is aware that, under certair 
conditions of tide and of weather, this. 
water is little better than an open sewer, 
and therefore dangerous to the publiz 
health; also that for several years @ 
conflict of opinion has existed betweer 
the Lea Conservancy and the several 
local sanitary authorities as to the re- 
sponsibility for the pollution of the river 








and whether, having regard to the serious: 
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annoyance and dangers arising from the 
present condition of these waters, he can 
take any steps to have the local respon- 
sibility determined and satisfactorily 
discharged ! 


Tap PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
uN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I believe 
that the facts are practically as stated in 
the Question, but the powers of the Local 
Government Board are very limited in 
this matter, and I have no authority to 
determine the local responsibility. I am 
alive, however, to the fact that the pre- 
sent condition of affairs is very far from 
satisfactory, and I am taking such mea- 
sures as I can to bring about an improve- 
ment. I may add that the corporation 
are disinfecting the Channelsea daily, and 
they promoted a Bill this Session which 
would have given them absolute authority 
to cleanse and scour the river, but the 
preamble was held not to be proved. 


Mr. GRAY: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether he will consider the 
advisability of holding an inquiry of a 
public character ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I have already 
given instructions to the inspector +o 
visit the locality and make a report to 
me. I should like first to see what ise 
has to say in the matter. 


ARREST OF ARROYO SEAMEN. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the Secretary cf 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention was called to the arrest and 
imprisonment of two seamen named 
Victor Rolph and Arnold Alexander from 
on board the steamship Arroyo on the 
Ist of June, whilst the vessel was lying 
in the Northumberland Dock, in the port 
of Tyne; whether he is aware that the 
arrest was made by two dock constables 
in the employ of the River Tyne Commis- 
sion; that they went on board the vessel 
and arrested and handeuffed the two iner 
without any authority; also that these 
men were detained in the North Shields 
police station, and that no charge against 
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them was entered in the charge book or 
read over to the mer until they were put 
in the dock before the magistrates ; 
whether he is aware that the two magis- 
trates trying the case were shipowners, 
and that on the uncorroborated evidence 
of the captain they sentenced the men to 
14 days’ imprisonment; also that it was 
afterwards discovered that the men had 
been unjustly convicted and imprisoned ; 
and after they had been kept in gaol 
for eight days were released on an order 
from the Home Office; whether he can 
state if dock policemen have the right to 
board British vessels and make arrests. 
without warrants or summonses; and 
whether, taking the whole facts into con- 
sideration, he is prepared to recommend 
that some compensation be paid to these 
men for the treatment they have suffered? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT : The honour- 
able Member is not, I think, quite 
correctly informed as to the arrest of 
these men. Information was laid upon 
oath against them, and a warrant for 
their arrest duly issued by one of the 
Tynemouth borough magistrates. My 
attention was drawn to the case on the 
7th June, and, after inquiry, they were 
discharged by my direction on the follow- 
ing day. I am afraid that it is not a 
case in which any grant can be made to 
the two men from public funds. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Arising 
cut of the answer, may I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman if he is aware that 
these men were arrested at eight o'clock 
in the morning ; that no warrant or sum- 
mons was issued against them ; and that 
no charge was read out to them until 
they appeared before the magistrate! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My information 
is that the warrant was duly issued by 
the magistrates. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman make 
further inquiries ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: No, Sir ; Imade 
inquiries at the time, and was satisfied 
that there had been a mistake, and that 
the warrant was issued upon wrong 


“Arroyo” Seamen, 





323 Glebe Loans 


information. I released the men, but I 
could do no more. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: That is 
not compensation. 


NEW YORK CONSULAR SHIPPING 
OFFICE. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg co 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has received any Report from 
Her Majesty’s Consul General at the port 
of New York in reference to alleged 
abuses in and at the consular shipping 
office at that port; whether any steps 
have been taken to prevent crimps and 
so-called shipping masters frequenting the 
consular shipping offices during the time 
seamen are being engaged on and dis- 
charged from British vessels; and 
whether anything has been done to pre- 
vent exorbitant shipping fees being 
charged upon seamen seeking employ- 
ment in British vessels! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rrrcuie, Croydon): I 
am still in communication with the 
Consul General at New York with regard 
to the points referred to in the Question. 
Until I receive a further Report I am not 
in a position to make any definite state- 
ment on the subject. 


BRISTOL LOCAL MARINE BOARD. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg io 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has recently sanctioned the 
appointment of a ship captain as the re- 
presentative of the Board of Trade to fill a 
vacancy upon the Local Marine Board at 
the port of Bristol ; whether he is aware 
that this captain is in the service and 
employ of the Hill Line of steamship 
ewners, and that the chairman of the 
said line of steamships is also chairman 
of the Bristol Local Marine Board; 
whether he can state what other appli- 
cants there were for the vacant position, 
and whether they were gentlemen inde- 
perdent of conflicting influences ; and if 
he can state the reasons why a servant 


Secretary of State for Home Department 
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of the chairman of the board was 
appointed / 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: Captain William Titt, whoin I 
have recently appointed to fill a vacancy 
upon the Bristol Local Marine Board, 
was for many years a ship master, and is 
now, I believe, marine superintendent of 
the Bristol City Line of steamers. There 
were three other candidates, all of whom 
were retired master mariners. 1 con- 
sidered this to be no disqualification, and I 
appointed Captain Fitt because I thought 
he was the best man for the place. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Does this 
captain who has been appointed repre 
sent the Board of Trade! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member cannot, put such a 
question without notice. 1 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: T shall 


bring the matter up on the Estimates. 


GLEBE LOANS IN IRELAND. 
Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House 
the memerial of the Glebe Loan _bor- 
rowers of Ireland presented to bim last 
December, together with the reply of 
the Lords of the Treasury, and the answer 
thereto submitting proposals, invited by 
their Lordships, from the Most Rev. Dr. 
Healy, Bishop of Clonfert ; and whether 
it is the intention of Her Majesty’s 
Government to submit any proposals ior 
amending the Glebe Loan Act before 
the conclusion of the present Session ; if 
so, will he please state the nature of the 

Amendments likely to be proposed! 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GreraLtp W. Baxrour, Leeds, Central): 
There would be no objection to laying 
on the Table a copy of the Memorial re- 
ferred to, and of the letter written by 
the Irish Government on the 6th May 
to the Bishop of Clonfert, which con- 
veyed the views of the Treasury in the 
matter, but no proposals have been sub- 
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mitted to Government by the bishop as 
stated in the Question. It is not the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
any proposals having for their object an 
amendment of the Glebe Loan Act. 


OPERATION OF THE PATENT LAW. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he has yet con- 
sidered and come to a decision on the re- 
port of the referee appointed to inquire 
into the application for a licence made 
by an English firm to work in England a 
patent granted to a German firm; 
whether he is aware that a patent for 
the same discovery was refused by the 
German Patent Office; whether, seeing 
that the English manufacturer has been 
put to an expense of £1,800 in bringing 
a test case forward at the request of the 
Board of Trade, they will be prepared to 
pay the expenses of the applicant; and 
whether, seeing the advantage the 
present Patent Law is giving to 
foreigners, particularly in the manufac- 
ture of aniline colours, he is prepared to 
propose some legislation by which Eny- 
lish manufacturers may compete on more 
equal terms with their foreign competi- 
tors in the English markets? 

THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: More than one application for 
an order for the granting of a licence 
has been before the Board of Trade. If 
the honcurable Member refers to the case 
of Levenstein and Meister Lucius and Co., 
the reply to the first paragraph of the 
Question is in the affirmative. The order 
has, I believe, been issued to-day. I am 
not in a position to say whether a patent 
for the same discovery was refused by the 
German Patent Office, and I decline to 
admit that the English Patent Law gives 
an advantage to foreigners. The honour- 
able Member does not state what sort of 
legislation he contemplates, and I can 
only therefore say that if it should in any 
respect be found necessary to amend our 
law on the subject of patents I will 
bring the matter before Parliament. The 
Board wf Trade are certainly not pre- 
pared to pay the expenses of the appli- 
cant, and I demur to the statement that 
the case was in any respect a test case 
brought forward at the request of the 
Board of Trade. 
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INVALIDED ARMY MEN. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the average length 
oi service of the 3,275 men annually 
invalided from the Army during the past 
five years, and of the 1,195 of those to 
whom pensions were granted; also the 
proportion of each of these classes suffer- 
ing from disability due to climate or 
military service! 


Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok WAR (Mr. Sr. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : This detailed informa- 
tion would require much labour and a con- 
siderable period of time to compile, as 
16,000 discharge documents would have 
to be examined, and I fear the results 
would not be commensurate with the 
trouble. 


LANDING SLIP AT VALENTIA ISLAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): On behali 
of the honourable Member for South 
Kerry, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if be 
can state why the Congested Districts 
Board have discontinued the work in con- 
nection with the landing slip at Coosheen- 
kenny, Valentia Island ; is he aware that 
distress prevails in the district, which 
could be relieved to some extent by the 
work being resumed on this boat slip ; 
and whether steps will be taken to direct 
the Congested Districts Board to com- 
plete the work they have already begun? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The work 
was discontinued owing to a difficulty in 
connection with a right of way. The 
difficulty having been overcome, the work 
has been resumed, and is now, I under- 
stand, in progress. With reference to 
the last paragraph, I must remind the 
honourable Member that the Government 
has no authority to direct the Congested 
Districts Board to take any action what- 
ever. 


DOG PROSECUTIONS AT KENMARE. 

Mr. FLAVIN: On behalf of the honour- 
able Member for South Kerry, I Leg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that a 
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large number of prosccutions have 
been instituted by the police author:- 
ties in and around the district of 
Kenmare against people for not 
having their dogs muzzled; whether 
he is aware that the local district inspec- 
tor of police allows several of his own 
dogs to wander on the public roads un- 
muzzled ; and why this police officer has 
not been proceeded against by the head 
constable for a breach of the Muzzling 
Order} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There have 
been about 40 prosecutions for the 
offence mentioned in this locality, and in 
every case the offending party had been 
at least twice warned before proceedings 
were taken. On one occasion an un- 
muzzled dog belonging to the district in- 
spector was found outside his residence ; 
the district inspector was absent at the 
time, but his servant was cautioned. This 
is, I am informed, the only foundation 
for the suggestion in the Question affect- 
ing that officer. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman aware that this inspector 
allows his own dogs to wander unmuzzled, 
and is not prosecuted? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. FLAVIN: Then is this answer 
based on the report of the district inspec- 
tor himself? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
muzzle him! 


Why not 


PROMOTION IN THE BRADFORD POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he recently sanctioned the pro- 
motion at Bradford of two sorting clerks 
and telegraphists, junior in service to five 
other men whose average length of ser- 
vice is 28 years; whether special faciii- 
ties were afforded the officers promoted 
to qualify for the higher position, such 
opportunities being denied to the clerks 
who were passed over; and whether the 
Postmaster General will consider the 
advisability of giving all such officers 
equal opportunities to qualify for future 
vacancies ? 


Mr. Flavin. 
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Mr. HANBURY: Two clerkships cn 
the telegraph side at Bradford were 
recently filled by the promotion of two 
officers who stood No. 6 and No. 7 respec- 
tively on the class of sorting clerks and 
telegraphists on the telegraph side, a 
class which numbers 55 in all. It was 
in this case essential that the two clerks 
should possess technical qualifications, 
which, unfortunately, four of their seniors 
on the class did not possess ; the fifth was 
disqualified by inability to perform the 
duty efficiently owing to ill health. No 
exceptional facilities were afforded to the 
two officers promoted to qualify for the 
higher position ; as a matter of fact, they 
have been employed on the same duty 
(test clerks) since the transfer of the 
telephone trunk lines to the State. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES FOR SECONDARY 
EDUCATION. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, whether the Department 
have done anything, and, if so, what, to 
assist the formation of local authorities 
for secondary education; and if the De- 
partment are exercising their influence to 
secure that such authorities shall contain 
at least one-third of their number mem- 
bers of school boards? 


Sm J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council have assisted in the formation of 
local organisations for the promotion of 
science and art instruction in their dis- 
tricts. The Committee of Council have no 
power to prescribe the proportion of ce- 
presentatives of school boards. 


Mr. FLOWER: May I ask whether the 
Committee of Council will not in any case 
in which their advice is sought recom- 
mend the adoption of the proposal of the 
Royal Commission ? 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): Does 
not the Committee of Council decline to 
adopt that recommendation? 


Sir J. GORST: They have no direct 
power to decline to recommend these 
bodies, and they have no power to pre- 
scribe the exact proportion of representa- 
tives of school boards. 

















329 


Mr. FLOWER: Will they recommend 
in any case the adoption of the proposal 
of the Royal Commission? 


Sir J. GORST: I could not undertake 
that they will advise a fixed proportion 
of such representatives. The Committee 
of Council always advise the organisa- 
tions to have representatives of school 
boards, but sometimes there are no school 
boards engaged in science and art instruc. 
tion to be represented. 


Mr. LEUTY (Leeds, E.): Are not the 
Department, by not making the recom- 
mendation, practically departing from the 
recommendation of the Royal Commis- 
sion } 


Orange Demonstrations 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is going beyond the 
Question ; he must give notice. 


LONDON UNIVERSITY 


BILL. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he will cause to 
be supplied to members of the Standing 
Committee on Law, prior to considera- 
tion of the London University Commis- 
sion Bill, a statement of the particulars 
of such of the recommendations of the 
Gresham University Commissioners as 
the Bill contains provisions for putting 
into effect, such of the recommendations 
as under the Bill would be modified, and 
such of the recommendations as the Bill 
contains no provision for putting into 
effect ? 


COMMISSION 


Sm J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council could not undertake the prepara- 
tion of such an analysis, and even if they 
did, it would be impossible to distribute 
it before the sitting of the Committee. 


ORANGE DEMONSTRATIONS AT 
DONEGAL. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN 


(Donegal, 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his 
attention has been called to a circular 
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of a provocative character, and one calcu- 
lated to lead to a breach of the peace, 
which, in announcing a forthcoming 
Orange demonstration, uses such expres- 
sions as “ Papists, stand aside: we can- 
quered you before, and can do so 
again”; and “To Hell with the Pope” ; 
and whether, in view of the threatening 
character of this placard, which has been 
posted in the town of Donegal, he will 
take steps to see that the property and 
lives of Catholics residing there will be: 
protected } 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, E.) : 
At the same time,I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that an 
Orange demonstration has been an- 
nounced to take place in the town of 
Donegal on Tuesday next (12th July), 
on the occasion of the opening of 
an Orange hall, and that Orangemem 
from different parts of the country will 
attend this demonstration; whether he 
is aware that after the ceremony of the 
opening of the Orange hall it has been 
arranged that the Orangemen are to 
march in procession with their emblems: 
and colours, and parade the streets of 
the town of Donegal, whose population 
is overwhelmingly Catholic ; whether his. 
attention has been directed to a placard, 
which has been extensively pasted in the- 
town of Donegal and its vicinity, an- 
nouncing the holding of a grand Orange 
demonstration, containing, amongst other 
inflammatory matter, these sentences: 
‘Papists, stand aside, we have conquered 
you before, and can do so again ; and our 
motto is, To Hell with the Pope,” and con-- 
cluding with the announcement that the: 
procession is to he formed at the new 
Orange hall and to parade the principak 
streets ; whether, having regard to recent 
occurrences in Belfast, and te the fact 
that the Government insisted that a. 
Nationalist procession should not take 
its route through a quarter of that city 
in which the population was overwhelm- 
ing Orange or Protestant, a similar pro- 
vision will be made as to the route of the: 
Orange procession in the town of Donegai,. 
where the population is mainly Catholic ; 
and what steps, if any, have the Govern- 
ment taken to maintain order and peace 
in the town of Donegal on the occasion of 
the forthcoming Orange demenstratiom 
by strangers in that town? 


at Donegal. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been directed to the placard, the 
contents of which are correctly quoted, 
but which, I believe, is absolutely dis- 
owned by the Orange party. It is, I 
anderstand, the intention of the Orange 
party to hold a demonstration in Donegal 
on the 12th instant on the occasion of 
the opening on that date of an Orange 
hall, which has been erected a short dis- 
tance from the boundary of the town. lt 
is incorrect to allege, as is done in the 
Question of the honourable and learned 
Member for South Donegal on the same 
subject, that the Government insisted 
upon or prescribed any route for the 
recent procession in Belfast. The route 
taken by that procession was prescribed 
by the local magistrates acting in dis- 
charge of their duty to take such steps 
as they deemed necessary for the pre- 
servation of the public peace. Every 
precaution will be taken for the preserva- 
‘tion of the peace in Donegal on the 12th 
instant, and a large force of police will 
be drafted into the town for the purpose. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: Does the right 
honourable Gentleman think that the 
placards were put up by Nationalists? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; J 
express no opinion on the matter. But I 
understand the Orange party disown it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER = (Belfast, 
W.): Is it not afact that the placard was 
put up by the enenies of the Orange 
party ! 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, i1.): May 
I ask the rigkt honourable Gentleman 
whether the Irish Government intend to 
take any steps to trace the authors of 


this placard! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; 1 
Lave no reason to think that any such 
steps are necessary. 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): 1 beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can now 
state if the Treasury has yet consented 
to grant the necessary funds to enable 
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the Commissioners of National Education 
to make the proposed reduction of the 
average attendance in National schools 
from 70 to 60, in order to qualify for the 
employment of assistant teachers ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
matter is still the subject of correspon- 
dence between the Irish Government and 
the Treasury, and until the correspon- 
dence is finally closed I cannot make a 
statement on the subject. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION IN 
SOUTH WALES. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether the Registrar for Friendly 
Societies has been approached by the 
Board of Management of the Monmouth- 
shire and South Wales Miners’ Perma- 
nent Provident Society or en its behalf 
to certify any scheme for contracting out 
of the Compensation Act of 1897; and, 
having regard to the objection of the 
general body of miners in South Wales 
to accept at present the scheme pro- 
pounded by the Board of Management, 
will he take special steps to ascertain the 
opinion of the workmen ; and, in view of 
the difficulty of estimating the amount of 
the cost of the Act to the employers, if 
the Registrar unwittingly certifies any 
scheme that subsequent experience of the 
Act proves to be less favourable to the 
general body of workmen and their de- 
pendants than the Act itself, what steps 
must be taken to have the certificate 


revoked. 


Mr. HANBURY: No scheme for con- 
tracting out has been received from the 
Monmouthshire and South Wales Miners. 
On all schemes submitted the Registrar 
takes effectual steps to ascertain the views 
of the workmen. Application may at any 
time be made by workmen that a certifi- 
cate may be revoked for any of the causes 
mentioned in the Act. 


LLANBRADACH COLLIERY. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that at the 
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15 summonses, taken out at the iustance 
of Mr. Joseph Samuel Martin, the mines 
inspector for the district, against the 
proprietors, agent, and manager of the 
Llanbradach Colliery for various allezed 
breaches of the Mines Regulation <Act, 
were in every case dismissed ; whether 
he is aware that the Llanbradach Colliery 
is what is known as a non-associated 
colliery, not involved in the dispute now 
pending in the South Wales coal trade, 
and at which the men are at work at an 
advance in wages; and whether, having 
regard to the desirability of observing 
on the part of the Home Office the 
strictest neutrality in the dispute, he will 
caution the mines inspector for the Mon- 
mouthshire district to avoid anything in 
the nature of vexatious prosecutions or 
interference with the non-associated col- 
lieries now and after the general re- 
sumption of work? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: This _prosecu- 
tion was undertaken by my directions. 
When I gave those directions I had no 
information as to the mine being a non- 
associated colliery, or as to the rate oi 
wages; they are entirely irrelevant 
matters to the question of the prosecu- 
tion. I do not think that the inspector 
needs any such caution as suggested. 


AFFAIRS AT VAN. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any in- 
formation as to the reported outrages of 
Kurds upon the Armenians in the town 
of Van, and also as to Kurdish raids re- 
ported to have been made within the last 
few days on several other villages in the 
same locality; and whether any repre- 
sentations will be made to the Porte on 
the subject? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport):  Al- 
though we have received frequent coin- 
munications from Her Majesty’s Consul 
at Van, we have not heard anything as to 
recent Kurdish outrages on Armenians 
either in the town or in its vicinity. 
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‘elebrations at Belfast. 


12trm JULY CELEBRATIONS 
BELFAST. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to asix 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what measures will be 
taken to provide for the preservation of 
peace and for the protection of life and 
property in Belfast on the 12th July, on 
the occasion of the Orange procession to 
be held on that day ; whether the magis- 
trates have objected to the drafting of 
any extra police into Belfast for that 
occasion, and have requested that the 
military should occupy the streets ; 
whether he is aware that, at a meeting 
of magistrates this week, a letter was read 
from Major-General Geary objecting ta 
their arrangements; and whether any, 
and, if so, what route has been laid down 
for the procession ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Upon the 
recommendation of the Commissioner of 
Police in Belfast, the Lord Mayor and 
magistrates have unanimously approved. 
of certain streets being blocked by a 
force of infantry soldiers on the morning 
of the procession and in the evening om 
its return. A squadron of cavalry with 
the remainder of the infantry will be 
available for duty if required. The police 
will be distributed along the route, and 
every precaution will be taken for the 
safety of life and property. The magis- 
trates, presided over by the Lord Mayor, 
decided not to requisition extra police 
for employment in the city. This decision, 
as the honourable Member is doubtless 
aware, is in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioners of in- 
quiry into the riots of 1886. I have 
no official knowledge of any letter written 
by Major-General Geary such as men- 
tioned in the Question. I am assured 
that the route selected is as safe a route 
for the peace of the city as could be 
adopted. 


Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman has not fully answered the 
third paragraph of my Question. If it 
is true that the letter has been written,,. 
is it not the duty of the Executive 
Gcvernment to see that proper precau- 
tions are taken? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
official knowledge that Major-General 
Geary did address a letter; I have little 
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doubt that he did. I am not snre t. 
whom it was addressed, nor have I seen 
a copy of the letter. Whatever were the 
points in dispute, however, the magis- 
trates and the military authorities were 
now acting in perfect harmony. 





Mr. DILLON: What route has been 
laid down for the procession! Will i. 
avoid the Catholic portion of the city! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The official 
programme states that the procession wil 
proceed from Crumlin Road, Clifton 
Street, Donegal Street, Royal Avenues, 
Donegal Place, Donegal. Square North, 
and Bedford Street. Two districts will 
join the procession at Shaftesbury Square 
and one district “t Donegal Pass, and pro- 
ceed by Lisburn Road, Finaghy Lane, tc 
Field. The procession will return by way 
of Malone Road, University Road, 
Shaftesbury Square, Dublin Road, to Car- 
lisle Circus. 


MILITIA AND THE REGULAR SERVICE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the general 
orders regulating the volunteering of non- 
commissioned officers and men of the 
Militia by battalions for general service 
will be issued before the termination of 
the annual training? 


Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS: The 
necessary instructions are under con- 
sideration, and will shortly be issued. No 
unnecessary delay will take place in send- 
ing them out. 


COMMISSIONERS OF INCOME TAX. 
Mr. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether clerks to the Land Tax Com- 
missioners are bound to give notice to 
each Commissioner of Land Tax of the 
time and place at which meetings for 
the election of Commissioners of Income 
Tax are held; and whether the notice 
of such meetings appears otherwise than 
by way of advertisement in the London 
Gazette? 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Mr. HANBURY: Meetings of Land 
Tax Commissioners for the election of 
general Commissioners of Income Tax are 
by law convened by the Board of In- 
land Revenue by notice in the Cazetie. 
There is no statutory provision for any 
further notice. 


Mr. H. LEWIS: May I ask whether 
it is not reasonable that notice should 
be given to the Land Tax Com- 
missioners ! 


Mr. HANBURY: So far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned, it has to see that the 
statutory provision is carried out. 


NEW BATTALION OF COLDSTREAM 
GUARDS. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office what was the parade strength of 
the new Battalion Coldstreain Guards on 
6th July; how many of the men on 
parade were recruited for the battalion , 
and what was the date of its formation! 


Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS: Infor- 
mation as to the strength of this corps 
was afforded the honourable and gallant 
Member, in detail, in answer to a Ques- 
tion which he asked a fortnight ago. 
There has been no material change. The 
corps was formed on the 16th November. 


Masor RASCH: Will the honourable 
Gentleman give the information asked for 
in the Question? 


Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS: The in- 
formation is contained in the answer 
given by my right honourable Friend on 
the 24th ult. As I tell the honourable 
and gallant Member, there has since been 
no material change. I have the figures 
here, and will show them to him pri- 
vately if he likes. 


TRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Attorney General whether 
any provision is made in the Local 
Government Bill to fill the offices of 
mayors and sheriffs in boroughs for the 
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interim period between Ist January and 
25th January, 1899; and whether any 
Amendment for that purpose will be in- 
troduced ? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxryson, Londonderry, 
N.): Yes, Sir. 

Mr. FIELD: How is it provided for? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is provided that 
the present officials shall remain in office. 


Arrangement of 


DESTITUTE ALIENS BILL. 

Cotonet Sir H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if, 
having regard to the fact that a Bill has 
uew been sent down to this House from the 
Lords dealing with the immigration «f 
destitute aliens, similar to that intro- 
duced by the Marquess of Salisbury in 
1894, he will appoint a day for its Second 
Reading and take charge of the Measure 
on the part of the Government, bearing in 
mind the promises of Ministers and their 
supporters at the General Election and the 
statements in the Queen’s Speech of 11th 
February, 1896? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Manchester, 
E.): My honourable and gallant Friend 1s 
quite right in saying that this Bill sub- 
stantially reproduces the Bill introduced 
by the Prime Minister, and that the 
general policy embodied in the Bill is 
one with which we have the utmost sym- 
pathy ; but he will also remember that 
I gave a pledge that no Measure not in- 
troduced by the Government at the time 
I spoke, when I asked for special privi- 
leges from the House, which was of a 
controversial character, should be dis- 
cussed after that date, and under those 
circumstances I am precluded, even if it 
were otherwise possible to do so, from 
fulfilling my honourable and gallant 
Friend’s wishes. 

Coronet Sir H. VINCENT: Will my 
right honouraple Friend endeavour to 
bring this matter forward next Session! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I can hardly pledge myself to 
construct a premature Queen’s Speech, 
but it is a matter that does engage the 
earnest attention of the Government. 
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Business. 


ARRANGEMENT OF BUSINESS. 
Si J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 


N.E.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he can now name a 
day on which the discussion of the Army 
Estimates will be resumed? 


Mr. TT. BAYLEY = (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): At the same time may I 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
it is intended to take the Vote for the 
Privy Council Office; and whether he 
will undertake that an opportunity to dis- 
cuss that Vote will be given? 


Sir H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): Before these Questions are answered 
I wish to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man if he is aware that, assuming that 
the arrangements to devote next Friday 
also to the Irish Estimates are carried 
out, there would only remain six days, 
including the three extra days, of the 
time allotted to Supply. I beg there- 
fore to ask the right honourable Gentle 
man whether he will state to the House 
now or on an early day his idea as to how 
the remaining time should be employed, 
so as to allow of the Votes for such De- 
partments as the Board of Trade, the 
Local Government Board, and the Post 
Office being considered? 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman bear in mind when con- 
sidering this matter that the time given 
for Irish Supply this year is entirely in- 
sufficient! He must not suppose that one 
night more will be nearly sufficient for 
its discussion. 


Sm W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): As the right honourable 


Gentleman is probably aware, there is 
a strong desire that a day should be 
allowed for the discussion of the Vote 
for the Home Office. In reference to the 
Navy Estimates, I hope that the House 
will be in possession of the Supplemen- 
tary Estimates which it is proposed to 
bring in for the Navy before July 22nd, 
the day fixed for the consideration of that 
branch of Supply. I also hope that the 
right honourable Gentleman will not take 
the Report of the Foreign Office to-night, 
but that it will be reserved, at all events, 
until next week. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I shall be very glad to comply 
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with the request of the right honourable 
Gentleman not to take the Report of the 
Foreign Office Vote to-night. With re- 
gard to his appeal that the Supplemen- 
tary Navy Estimates should be laid upon 
the Table before the discussion is taken 
on July 22, I shall have to consult my 
right honourable Friend the First Lore 
of the Admiralty on the subject, and i 
a Question is addressed next week, either 
to me or to the First Lord, we shall give 
the right honourable Gentleman all the 
information in our power. With regard 
to the other supplementary Question: 
which have been put to me, I think it 
would be premature at this moment to 
attempt any allotment of the days re- 
maining for the Estimates, or to give any 
pledge in regard to Supply. To-day, of 
course, we are pledged to the Irish Esti- 
mates. Next Friday we are also pledged 
to the Irish Estimates. The Friday after 
is pledged to the Navy; and it would be 
impossible for me, and it would not be 
any advantage to the House, that I shoulc, 
attempt at this moment to deal with the 
days that remain after those days for the 
consideration of Supply. I fully recog- 
nise, however, the necessity that exists 
for giving some time to the Home Office 
Vote, as to which some questions have 
arisen. I shall have to make a statement 
on the whole subject at a later date; 
but I do not think the position at the 
present time is satisfactory, and I hope 
the House, agreeing as it does with thi 
propriety of maintaining the new rule in 
regard to Supply, will do their best to 
make that rule a success by aiding the 
Government in rapidly getting through 
such Estimates as remain for considera- 
tion. 


Temporary 


Sir W. HARCOURT: I hope that on 
Monday the right honourable Gentleman 
may be able to state—as the time has 
arrived in the Session for such a state- 
ment to be made—what are the Bills 
which the Government intend to proceed 
with before the end of the Session. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY: I shall be very glad on Tues- 
day, which would be a more 
venient day than Monday, to make a 
statement both in regard to the state of 
public business and Supply. 





con- 
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COMMERCIAL DEPARTMENT IN CHINA, 


Coroner Sim H. VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if, having regard to the in- 
creasing pressure of commercial matters 
at Her Majesty’s Legation at Pekin, and 
the necessity for the utmost activity and 
vigilance in support of the commercial 
interests and claims of British subjects 
throughout the Chinese Empire, he will 
consider the desirability of creating a 
commercial department under Mr. Brenan 
or other high official of Her Majesty’s 
consular service in China, well acquainted 
with provincial governments, their lan- 
guages, and divers methods, to conduct 
correspondence on commercial matters, 
to sift them with promptitude, and pre- 
pare for the political assistance of Her 
Majesty’s Minister, with the several 
Yamens of the Chinese Government and 
the Grand Council of the Empire! 


Mr. CURZON: I think my honourable 
Friend must have forgotten that a com- 
mercial attaché has recently been ap- 
pointed for China in the person of Mr. 
Jamieson, Her Majesty’s Consul General 
at Shanghai, whose acquaintance with 
China is probably second to none; and 
it will be desirable to test the working of 
this arrangement before superseding it 
by the creation of a fresh department, 


TEMPORARY COMMISSIONS. 


Mr. J. ELLIS (Notts, Rushclifie) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury what are the principal items making 
up the sum of £7,500 under the head of 
“Commissions not specifically provided 
for” of Vote 1, Class 7, Civil Service Esti- 
mates, Temporary Commissions ! 


Mr. HANBURY: The provision of 
£7,500 in the Temporary Commissions 
Estimate under the head of “ Commis- 
sions not specifically provided for,’ is 
not made up of definite items. It is in- 
tended to provide a margin on the Vote 
to meet the cost of new Commissions 
which may be appointed during the year ; 
and also to cover any balance of expendi- 
ture which may fall into that year in 
respect of existing Commissions which, 
so far as can be foreseen when the Esti- 
mate is framed, are likely to be brought 
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to a close before the commencement of 
the year. The total amount to be pro-¥ 
vided to meet these contingencies is de- 
termined by the experience of former 
years. Among Conmnissions which, con- 
trary to expectation, have been prolonged 
into the present financial year are the 
Manual and Practical Instruction (Ire- 
land) Commission, the Tuberculosis Com- 
mission, and the India Expenditure Com- 
mission. The new Commissions to be 
provided for include the Sewage Dis- 
posal and Intermediate Education (Ire- 
land) Commissions. 


TRISH HORSES FOR THE ARMY. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he has re- 
ceived recommendations urging that he 
would bring under the notice of the Secre- 
tary of State for War the advantage to 
the Army by purchasing horses in Ire- 
land for remounts; whether he is aware 
that the purchase of horses in Ireland for 
cavalry purposes would benefit very much 
an important Irish industry ; and whether 
he will use his influence with the Secre- 
tary of State for War to purchase horses 
for the Army in future in Ireland? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
communicated with my right honourable 
Friend the Under Secretary of State for 
War in reference to this matter, and he 
informs me that practically the whole of 
the riding horses of the Army in the 
United Kingdom are purchased in Ire- 
land. 


Captaris DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the right honourable Gentleman repre- 
sent to the War Office that there will 
be a capital opportunity of purchasing 
Irish remounts at Cahirmee great horse 
fair next week? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No doubt 
the War Office is fully aware of that. 


BELFAST TELEGRAPHIC 
MENTS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 

to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, #s 

representing the Postmaster General, 
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with reference to the recent appointment 
of a junior clerk in the office of the local 
telegraph engineer in Belfast, will he 
state the circumstances under which the 
vacancy arose, the number of candidates, 
the course adopted in making the selec- 
tion, and with whom did this power and 
that of bestowing the appointment rest ; 
whether he is aware that subsequent to 
making an appointment to a similar 
vacancy about two years ago it was then 
laid down that in future applicants for 
such vacancies should be provided with a 
certificate in practical telegraphy, have a 
knowledge of shorthand, and possess an 
acquaintance with drawing; are these 
conditions in force in other offices where 
similar vacancies arise; 1i not, why have 
they been made conditional in Belfast, 
and was an examination in these sub- 
jects held under the supervision of the 
local telegraph engineer in Belfast ; and, 
if so, by whose authority ; whether the 
person appointed had his request to be en- 
rolled as an applicant for a junior vacancy 
refused some time previously; and 
whether, since the Belfast branch of the 
engineering department was established 
many years ago, no Roman Catholic has 
ever been appointed on its clerical staff? 


*Mr. HANBURY: The Question ap- 
pears to refer to the promotion of Mr. 
J. H. Shaw, sorting clerk and telegra- 
phist, Belfast, to be a junior clerk in the 
engineering department on the 1st March 
last. The vacancy was caused by the 
promotion of Mr. T. Patterson to the class 
of sub-engineers. There were 10 or 
12 local candidates, only five of whom 
possessed the necessary qualifications. 
The qualifications of these five were care- 
fully considered by the engineer-in-chief, 
and on his recommendation the Post- 
master General promoted Mr. Shaw. It 
has been laid down that proficiency in 
technical knowledge of telegraphy, in 
shorthand, and in drawing is expected 
of all candidates for junior clerkships in 
the engineering department, whether at 
Belfast or elsewhere. In no instance is a 
formal examination in these subjects held. 
A previous request of Mr. Shaw to be en- 
rolled as an applicant for a junior clerk- 
ship has not been refused. The Post- 
master General has no information in re- 
gard to the religious tenets of officers in 
his employment. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can tHe right 
honourable Gentleman answer the last 
paragraph of my Question? 


*Mr. HANBURY: I have no oficial 
information as to that. 


THE WEST INDIAN SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been called to the present increasing 
depression in the sugar industry in the 
British West Indian Colonies, and 
whether the powers given to the perma- 
nent officials representing Great Britain 
at the Brussels Conference on Sugar 
Bounties are comprehensive enough to 
secure remedies which will effectively re- 
establish the main source of livelihood of 
the population of these islands and pre- 
vent the extinction of an important and 
once thriving branch of British home in- 
dustry ; and if the Government propose 
to take any immediate steps to effectively 
counteract the evils of the bounty 
system ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cramperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I do not think there has 
been any recent increase in the depres- 
sion of the sugar industry in the West 
Indian Colonies. On the contrary, the 
prices prevailing in the United States are 
such as to enable the best managed 
estates to make a fair profit. The Brussels 
Conference has adjourned for the present, 
and meanwhile the Papers concerning it 
will be laid upon the Table, and wil] give 
all the information we have. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER: As the right 
honourable Gentleman has mentioned the 
United States, may I ask whether he is 
aware that there is a possibility of the 
United States occupying some of the 
West Indian Islands, and, therefore, of 
the prices going down! 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: I do not think that is ihe 
immediate danger to the sugar in- 


dustry. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will any 
further steps be taken in the matter this 
Session ? 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tug 
COLONIES: I think that before any 
questions are asked on the point it would 
be better for the House to see the Papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s 
Lynn): When will the Papers be pre- 
sented to the House! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tar 
COLONIES: I cannot definitely answer 
that Question, but it will be as soon as 
possible. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [15rx Attotrzp Day.] 
IRISH ESTIMATES. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and MEAns, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS 
Esrmmares, 1898-9. 


Cuass I. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £136,978. be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the erec- 
tion, repairs, and maintenance of public build- 
ings in Ireland, for the maintenance of certain 
parks and public works, and for drainage works 
on the River Shannon.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
desire to protest, as I have often pro- 
tested before, against the method of 
classification with regard to this Vote. 
Many of the items debited to Ireland are, 
in point of fact, charges for Imperial ser- 


vices, Which have no connection whatever 
with Ireland. I will briefly run through 


the items which I protest against in this 
respect, and which I maintain should be 
debited to the Army, the Navy, the 
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Excise, the Inland Revenue, and the Post 
Office, for they are really the De 
partments concerned. Now, Sir, I will 
take the very first item on the list—the 
Royal Hospital at Kilmainham—and I 
would ask any Scotch or English Mem- 
ber if it is fair to debit Ireland with this 
particular charge. The Kilmainham Hos- 
pital is exactly the same as the Chelsea 
Hospital, which is an institution for the 
maintenance of old soldiers who have 
given their services to the country, and I 
submit that, like the Chelsea Hospital, it 
cught to be made an Imperial charge. 
The Viceregal Lodge should also be made 
an Imperial charge. The Coastguard and 
Naval Reserve is another item which 
should be treated in the same way. 
Dublin Castle, again, ought to be debited 
to the Imperial service charges, in the 
same way as Windsor Castle, Bucking- 
ham Palace, and all the other buildings 
connected with the Royal Family. Then, 
Sir, | take three or four other items. 
There is a very large charge put down for 
public buildings; Dublin Post Office is 
down for a very large sum. But how is 
the Post Office a special Irish charge? 
You do not debit the General Post Office 
in London as an English charge. Then 
again, Sir, you will find that we are 
debited with the Quit Rent Office, which 
I really think you might have left out 
of the Bill altogether. In point of fact, 
nearly, if not quite, half of the total Vote 
ought not to be debited to Ireland at 
all. It is part of that bad system of 
book-keeping under which you attempt 
to show a debit balance against Ireland. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
other night, sought to prove that Ireland 
was being run as a bad debt, when, in 
point of fact, there have been smuggled 
into the Vote items which ought to have 
been debited to the Army, Navy, the 
Post Office, and other Imperial charges. 
There is one point on which I should like 
some information. I have been worrying 
the Treasury for some years with refer- 
ence to the Estimate for the Dundalk 
Post Office. After six years’ agitation I 
find that the Estimate is “not quite 
settled.” That, of course, appeases me 
pro tanto, and it is some measure of 
appeasement to the local authority which 
has been pressing for a settlement. But 
it is rather slow, even for the Board of 
Works, which takes four months to 
answer a letter, and three months and 
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three weeks to answer a postcard. There 
are a few more points. On looking 
down the Vote I find that it provides for 
the improvement of the police-courts in 
Dublin. This is a matter in which con- 
siderable interest has been taken, and I 
am very glad to find that the Treasury 
have decided to increase the accommoda- 
tion, which has hitherto been most un- 
satisfactory. Well, Sir, the right honour- 
eble Gentleman will remember that upon 
@ former occasion I suggested that the 
Vote for the Shannon was much too low. 
A Vote of £1,000 has now become more 
or less a standard charge, though I 
observe that last year it was £2,500. 
Now, I do not think the Shannon Vote 
ought to be reduced at all; on the con- 
trary, I think the Vote in connection 
with this great highway for navigation 
—I might call it the great main drain of 
the country—ought to be increased. The 
rocks which impede the navigation of this 
great waterway might surely be removed, 
end if this were done it would enormously 
reduce the floods in the upper reaches of 
the Shannon. I submit that the Board 
of Works ought not to grudge an increase 
in the expenditure on this particular 
item. I observe that the Member for 
Mayo has a Motion down to reduce the 
charge for the Queen’s Colleges, and I 
will only say, therefore, that I do not 
think it fair that Votes of this kind 
should be smuggled into the Board of 
Works Estimates. I protest against Im- 
perial Votes being taken out of their 
proper classification. The charges should 
be put under their proper headings, and 
then we should be able to deal with them. 
I beg to ask one other question, and that 
is in reference to the law library in the 
Four Courts of Dublin. A year and a 
half ago a considerable improvement was 
rade there, which gave great satisfac- 
tion. A large sum of money was set 
apart for the work, but only a year ago 
a large portion of the gallery in the new 
building, erected under the supervision 
of the Board of Trade, tumbled down. I 
protest against work of that kind. If the 
Board of Works have not consumed the 
entire sum spent on the building of the 
new library, they ought to be called upon 
to take in hand the reconstruction of that 
gallery out of the money. 


*Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 


This Vote covers a number of items which 
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are to me very interesting. There are two 
institutions especially in which I take 
a very deep and very special interest ; 
they are the National Gallery and the 
National Museum. I have repeatedly, 
year after year, brought before the notice 
of the Committee the case of the 
National Gallery, and the necessity for 
an increased grant. Each year we are 
given a certain amount of money for the 
purchase of pictures and for increasing 
the accommodation in those buildings. 
But, Sir, in the case of the Gallery, the 
accommodation is not by any means large 
enough for Ireland. We have a certain 
number of very interesting historical por- 
traits there, but they cannot be hung. I 
do not know whether any portion of the 
Vote is intended to increase the accom- 
modation in this respect—perhaps the 
right honourable Gentleman will give us 
some information on that point; but if 
it is not I respectfully urge the Govern- 
ment to see if something cannot be done 
te overcome the difficulty. Then, again, 
the amount of money which is annually 
voted is not by any means large enough. 
We only get £2,000 a year, and that, of 
course, goes no distance at all. You 
give the National Gallery in England 
£75,000 to buy a single picture. Con- 
trast your treatment of the British 
National Gallery in this particular with 
your treatment of the National Gallery 
of Ireland. Our misfortune has been that 
hitherto we have not had anybody con- 
nected with the government of Ireland 
who has taken very much interest in art 
questions, and that is the reason why the 
ease of Ireland has been placed in the 
kackground. I hope that a spirit of gene- 
rosity will prompt Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to give us a more adequate sum in 
the future. If they gave £3,000 a year 
instead of £2,000, it would be a very 
considerable advantage, and I can assure 
the right honourable Gentleman that the 
money should be expended very judi- 
ciously. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The Vote for the 
National Gallery in Ireland cannot be dis- 
cussed at this stage. The question of 
the extension of the buildings can be 
raised. 


*Sr T. ESMONDE: I do _ not 
know that, as far as the extension goes, 
I have anything more to say, except to 


Sir 7’. Esmonde. 
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express the hope that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will make inquiry into 
the matter, in order that the Treasury 
may be a little more generous in the 
future. Now, Sir, there is another Vote 
to which I desire to refer, and that is in 
connection with the Museum in Dublin. 
‘The Museum is an institution in which we 
take very great interest. The same 
remark which I made in connection with 
the Picture Gallery applies also to the 
Museum. There is no room in this 
Museum to exhibit many of the things 
which it contains, and, in fact, it is abso- 
lutely impossible to make any sort of 
arrangement or proper catalogue of the 
art treasures there. I hope this also is a 
matter which will not be overlooked by 
the right honourable Gentleman. It is one 
of the most important national institu. 
t’ons we have in Ireland, and I trust the 
Gov rnment will see their way to increase 
the grant in order to make the institu- 
tien really worthy of the capital of the 
country, and the value and ‘interest of the 
collection housed in it. In this conne- 
iion ? must draw the attention of the 
Committee to a very great grievane 
which has been inflicted on this Museum, 
and which we in Ireland take very much 
to heart. I understand that the Royal 
Jrish Constabulary are instructed to 
secure all treasure trove found in Ireland 
for the Royal Hibernian Academy. 
(mly recently one of the most valuab!e 
collections of Celtic curiosities which 
have been discovered in the world found 
their way to the British Museum, instead 
of to Dublin. These curiosities would goto 
make the existing collection in che Dub- 
lin Museum one of the most unique of the 
kind in existence, and their loss to Ire- 


land is one which Irishmen most 
naturally deplore. We have been treated 
in this matter somewhat unfairly. When 


public attention was first called to it the 
statement was made that the curiosities 
were about to be restored, but we were 
told, after some little time, that they 
could not be restored immediately be- 
cause there was some technical difficulty, 
but that a short Bill would settle the 
matter. A Bill was accordingly intro- 
duced, for the purpose of restoring these 
curiosities to their proper place, but night 
after nieht it has been blocked, and the 
matter is exactly where it was. There is 
ne likelihood of these curiosities finding 
their way back to Dublin unless the pres- 
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sure of Irish opinion becomes so strong 
that the Government will be compelled to 
take notice of it. I can assure the right 
honourable Gentleman that Irish opinion 
is unanimous on the subject. We have 
not made it manifest up to the present 
moment, because we had been hoping 
that our request would have been granted 
without any further trouble; but it has 
not been granted, and we feel intense 
dissatisfaction on that account. I have 
nothing whatever to say, Sir, against the 
authorities who have obtained possession 
of these curiosities. They have succeeded 
in getting hold of what are really abso- 
lutely unique specimens of art, the value 
of which cannot be over-estimated. I 
can quite sympathise with them in their 
strong reluctance to give up those curio- 
sities, and I am aware of the debt archzeo- 
logists owe them in many ways; but, 
Sir, no considerations can deter me from 
expressing in this House the intense dis- 
satisfaction of the Irish people at the loss 
to the Irish National Museum of what 
is Irish national property, and we mean 
io insist upon our rights, Session after 
Session, until they are restored. I appeal 
to the Government and to the trustees 
of the British Museum to be generous in 
this matter. You have within the walls 
of the British Museum the spoils of 
Greece, of Assyria, of Egypt, and, indeed, 
of the world; why not allow us in Ire- 
land to have at least one thing which 
would be distinctly and characteristically 
Trish? Why not allow us to have the 
finest collection of Irish curiosities that 
there is inthe world?) We ought to have, 
and if we had the particular ornaments 
of which I speak I am quite certain that 
we should have the finest collection of 
Celtic ornaments. I put it to the genero- 
sity of the English Treasury, and to the 
generosity of the trustees of the British 
Museum, and to the generosity cf the 
public, and I ask them to allow us Irish- 
men to have this one thing, in which we 
take legitimate pride—namely, the posses- 
sion of these Irish ornaments. I am per- 
fectly certain that it is not worth the 
while of a great and rich country like 
this, and of a great and rich institution 
like the British Museum, to deal nig- 
gardly in this matter. If a Bill is neces- 
sary to enable those treasures to be 
restored to Ireland there ought to be no 
difficulty. If henourable Members would 
not night after night block the Bill to 
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restore these things to Ireland, the matter 
could be easily negotiated, but if that is 
not done I hope the Government will give 
‘mn expression of opinion as to the justice 
of our obtaining the possession of these 
things. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER — (Belfast, 
W.): I desire to support the appeal of 
the honourable Baronet. There is, I 
believe, no disposition on the part of the 
Government to stand in the way of the 
ornaments being restored. If the truth 
were known, I believe it would be found 
that the trustees of the British Museum 
are precluded by their trust deed from 
parting with treasures of which they have 
obtained possession. If that is so, the 
Government should give their assistance 
to pass any legislation which is necessary 
in order that these beautiful ornaments 
may be restored to Dublin, where it is 
reasonable and fitting they should find 
their home. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): I sin- 
cerely hope that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Treasury 
will make some response to the appeal 
of my honourable Friend the Member for 
the West Division of Kerry. The honour- 
able Member for Belfast, who has given 
his support to this matter, is, lam afraid, 
not quite accurate when he says that the 
Government are sympathetic in the 
matter Which has been referred to by the 
honourable Baronet the Member for 
Kerry. I am_ perfectly certain it 
is only necessary to call public at 
tention to this matter in order to 
elicit sufficient sympathy in Ireland 
to have some effort made to ce 
store these ornaments to that country. 
I endorse what has been said by the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Cork. In my opinion it is scandalous 
that the Government should be spending 
vast sums of money in every possible 
direction, and yet make so little provi- 
sion for the improvement of this great 
waterway of Ireland. The Government 
is prepared to spend two and a half mil- 
lions of money in the erection of public 
buildings in London, and yet there is 
only this small sum of £1,000 for the 
improvement of the river Shannon. If 
when I go back to my constituents, and 
I am asked how it is that the Govern- 
ment will only spend this small sum for 
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this purpose, what reply am I to make? 
Is it to be wondered at, seeing there is 
this great disparity between England and 
Ireland in regard to the sums spent, that 
there is a great deal of dissatisfaction 
and discontent! I think it js simply 
scandalous that so little provision should 
be made for Ireland. I hope to see a 
thorough survey of the Shannon, no 
matter at what cost, and all obstructions 
removed, 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he agreed 
with the statements that had been made 
on the subject of Celtic ornaments, and 
complained that the accounts were kept 
and dealt with in the Estimates so as 
to give a false impression of Irish expen- 
diture. Out of the sum of £206,000 
charged against Ireland, £80,000 was for 
buildings. connected with the Inland 
Revenue, and the Army, and the Navy, 
and the Post Office. These were all Im- 
perial charges, inasmuch as they were not 
for purely Irish service. The figures 
only puzzled and perplexed. It was not 
a fair system of book-keeping to charge 
these Imperial services to Ireland. 
Would the First Lord of the Treasury 
contend that these were purely Irish 
services ? 


Mr. DILLON: In the first place, 1 
wish to call attention to the limitation 
of the grant for the building of the 
National schools in Ireland. Complaints 
have reached me during the last two or 
three years that National schools are 
badly wanted in some parishes, and that 
when all the preparations have been 
made to build a school delay was invari- 
ably caused, because the school grant 
had been exhausted. The result was that 
in some parishes a delay of one or two 
years occurred in the building of a school. 
I was led to understand that one of 
the main objects of the Government was 
to stimulate education in Ireland to the 
utmost of their power, and the limiting 
of these grants appears to me to be 
entirely irrational. All the grants are 
examined upon their merits, and if any 
ene of them is found to be too large, or 
from any other reason to be objection- 
able, it is quite within the powers of 
the Commissioners of the Board of 
Fducation to throw it out. When the 
Board of Education has dealt with a 
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grant and certified that it is proper, then 
it has to go to the Board of Works, where 
there is a further check on it, because 
they can, if they choose, refuse that 
application also. Now, what do I find? 
I find that last year the sum taken for 
this purpose was £40,000, whilst this 
year it is only £35,000—considerably 
less than what was taken last year. [| 
would ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man in his reply to state whether there 
are any arrears of applications, whether 
there are any claims for National schools 
waiting to be dealt with; because, if 
there are, I think it nothing short of 
an outrage that these grants should be 
reduced this year. Now there is one 
other point which may appear to be a 
very small one, but which is of great 
importance, and that is the great 
desirability of providing some decent 
seats for the use of the public in the 
Phoenix Park. I beg to say that at 
the present moment there is not a public 
park in the world so badly provided with 
seats. I:do not think, outside the 
Queen’s Gardens, there are five seats in 
the park, and those are unfit to sit upon ; 
they are most uncomfortable, they are 
old and worn out, and placed in very bad 
positions. In the most beautiful parts 
of the park, where people would naturally 
desire to rest themselves or sit under 
the trees and read a book, there are 
positively no seats at all. Of course, 
the juvenile part of the population prefer 
the grass, on which they lie and sleep, 
or upon which they play, but a very 
large portion of the population would 
naturally prefer a seat, and a fair num- 
ber of seats ought to be scattered about 
the park. I can assure the right honour- 
able Gentleman that although it is a 
small matter, it is one upon which there 
is considerable feeling, and had this mat- 
ter been under the control of the local 
authority it would have been dealt with 
long ago. Although it is a small matter, 
it is one of considerable importance. 
Many people who cannot afford to go 
into the country for a holiday go into the 
park, and all those who go into the 
park to enjoy the fresh air can see how 
scarce the accommodation is. Now, 
when we look through this Vote, which 
contains the estimate for all public 
buildings in Ireland, one cannot fail to 
be struck with the extraordinary dif- 
ference of treatment of Dublin and 
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London. These benches raised a feeble and 
ineffectual protest against a Vote for two 
and a half millions of money which is 
to be expended in the erection of public 
buildings in London. I have not taken 
much care in adding up the English 
Vote, but it amounts to an enormous 
amount of money; and, in addition to 
that, we granted the sum of £2,500,000 
for the erection of public buildings in 
London. Now we have £10,000 for the 
continuation of the central extension, 
and for the purpose of adding refresh- 
ment and reading rooms to the library, 
but there is nothing for the erection of 
public buildings. There is another 
curious feature in these Estimates, to 
which my attenticn has been drawn: I 
turn to the Vote for the upkeep of the 
demesnes and gardens of official resi- 
dences in Ireland. Now, the officials of 
Ireland have very good times ; they have 
good salaries, and some of them have not 
much to do, and they have residences 
provided for them. What I wish to 
point out is that the officials cf this 
country have not. The officials of Ire- 
land, who reside in Ireland, have beauti- 
ful residences furnished for them, and 
gardens and demesnes, and for the expense 
of these gardens, demesnes, and so forth, 
they have a sum of £12,609, in addition 
to their salaries. Turning to the Vote 
for the Science and Art Department in 
Dublin, we find the total expenditure 
upon it is £6,607—precisely half the 
amount which is spent upon the gardens 
and demesnes of the officials who 
reside in Ireland. It is nothing 
short of a public scandal that 
twice as much should be spent upon 
the gardens, etc., of the officials who 
reside in Ireland as is spent upon the 
Science and Art Department of Dublin. 
If the State is so generous as to keep 
up these residences in Ireland at such an 
enormous expense the least they can do 
is to increase very largely the Vote for 
science and art in Dublin. Now I turn 
to the Votes for the Queen’s Colleges, 
and I do not propose to move the reduc- 
tion which I had proposed until the 
right honourable Gentleman has replied, 
partly because I do not wish to inter- 
rupt the general course of the Debate and 
partly because of the pledge given and 
repeated by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury that 
he would agree to strike these out of 
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the Estimates. I would remind the 
right honcurable Gentleman of a speech 
which he delivered in 1889, which 
has often been called to his atten- 
tion before, in which he distinctly stated, 
when he had received an application from 
Queen’s College, Belfast, for a large 
grant, that he would be ashamed to come 
to the House of Commons and ask them 
to vote money for purposes of Queen’s 
College, Belfast, so long as the claims of 
the Irish Catholics remained unsettled. 
When that was challenged in this House 
the right honourable Gentleman said he 
would not retract one word which he had 
uttered. We, relying upon a friendly 
Government, did not examine the Irish 
Estimates so carefully as, perhaps, we 
should have done. ‘The right honour- 
able Gentleman bound himself to oppose 
a Vote proposed by another Government, 
but that was passed, and we do not 
expect to get back money which has 
been spent. But what was my astonish- 
ment to find that the Votes for the 
Queen’s Colleges were scattered in the 
most curious and ingenious way through 
the Estimates. That is a breach of trust, 
and I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury will 
now give his attention to the matter. 
I think all the Votes ought to be taken 
under the one head of “ Queen’s College 
Votes,” but they are scattered all over 
the place. Not only do we find several 
sums of money placed in this Vote for 
public buildings, but you must go right 
through the Estimates, because you find 
them scattered all over them. I find 
here on this page, “ Belfast, £160, 
natural history,” and then on page 61, 
under the head of “ Machinery and 
Alterations,” “Queen’s College, £170” 
—no intimation whatever as to what it 
is for or to what college it is to be 
devoted to. On page 63 of the Votes 
you will find different Queen’s Colleges : 
*Queen’s College, Cork, £423, mainte- 
nance and supplies,” £146 for furniture 
and fittings, £48 for rent, and another 
item of £619; Belfast, under the same 
head, £718; Galway, £756; making in 
all about £2,506. I shall oppose any 
money being voted to Queen’s College 
so long as the Government fail to give 
a pledge that they will deal with the 
Catholic University question within a 
reasonable time. 
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Stephen’s Green) said there was a very 
strong feeling of indignation in Ireland 
at the fact that the ancient ornaments 
recently recovered there should have 
been captured by the Science and Art 
Department and removed to London, 
where they possessed very little interest 
indeed to the persons who frequented 
those buildings. There was a very strong 
desire to see them placed in the National 
Museum in Dublin. He would also refer 
for a moment to the condition in which 
the Royal College of Science in Dublin, 
which happened to be within his own 
constituency, was allowed to remain. 
He thought it was a scandal and a re. 
proach to the English nation. Then 
there was the building in Abbey Street, 
in which the Royal Hibernian Academy 
of Arts was housed. To him it appeared 
to be a cross between a dilapidated music- 
hall and a booth at a country fair. The 
Trish nation had substantial grievances 
in consequence of the miserly economy 
on the part of the Treasury in London in 
matters of this sort. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said he was 
much surprised in looking at the 
Report issued last year to see that the 
Museums Vote was curtailed. He hoped 
the right honourable Gentleman would 
not allow any money to be voted for the 
maintenance of police huts in Ireland in 
the present peaceable state of Ireland. 
Several times last year the chairmen of 
quarter sessions were presented with pairs 
of white gloves on account of the peace- 
ful state of the districts, and he could 
not understand why £1,000 was to be 
spent in this way. It an insult to 
the people of Ireland. 


Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER said it would 
be a very mischievous thing if the 
Queen’s College had to wait for neces- 
sary appliances until the First Lord of 
the Treasury had convinced the House 
of the necessity of passing a certain Mea- 
sure. He called attention to the urgent 
need for providing further laboratory 
accommodation in connection with 
Queen’s College. 
*Tugs FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 rue 
TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Preston): 
I have always thought that the 
form of this Vote might be con- 
siderably improved, but that — 
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not be effected without consulting the 
Public Accounts Committee ; and for the 
purposes of comparison in succeeding 
years it is well that we-should have the 
Vote as far as possible in the form in 
which it is generally presented to the 
House. As regards the form of the 
Vote, I cannot agree with the view of the 
honourable Member that it was framed 
with special regard to the financial rela- 
tions. The honourable Member for 
Louth contends, and I agree with him, 
that some of the charges in this Vote are 
more Imperial than Irish, and that it 
would be quite possible to take those 
items out of the Vote and make them 
Imperial charges. We may take the case 
of coastguard prenrises. That is quite 
as much, and perhaps more entirely, for 
Imperial purposes than for purely Irish 
purposes. But the real reason why these 
items appear in this Vote is that it is the 
Vote for public buildings in Ireland, and 
just as public buildings in Great Britain 
are dealt with in the Votes for public 
buildings under the Office of Works in 
England, so public buildings have to be 
dealt with in Ireland under the Vote for 
the Board of Works in Ireiand. That is 
a very simple explanation, and I do not 
aoree at all that it would be desirable, as 
suggested by the honourable Member for 
Mayo, to take these items out of the 
Vote. The principle of all these Esti- 
mates is to put public buildings together 
in one Vote. 

Mr. FLYNN: I do not wish to in- 
terrupt the right honourable Gentleman, 
but my argument is that in the calcula 
tion made by the First Lord and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer it is quite 
obvious that the charge is made entirely 
irrespective of the question whether the 
charges are Imperial or Irish. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I cannot go into that 
question now. The question may arise 
as to how far items in this Vote should 
be considered Imperial or local, but the 
items for public buildings must necessarily 
at present be charged under the Vote 
for public works. I was glad to hear 
the honourable Member for Louth, and, I 
think, some other honourable Gentlemen, 
say that there was, at any rate, one item 
in this Vote of which they approved, and 
that was the provision for a central 
Bridewell. I hope that work will be 
gone on with at a fairly rapid rate, 
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because I know that the conditions of 
some of the police stations in Dublin are 
very bad, and I think it is of very great 
importance that there should be better 
accommodation for the detention of 
prisoners in Dublin than there is at the 
present moment. Then there was some 
criticism by the honourable Member for 
Clare with regard to the Shannon navi- 
gation. I quite agree with him that we 
ought to do our best, as we are doing, | 
to make the Shannon navigation as per- 
fect as possible. Already we have taken 
very desirable steps in that direction, end 
if honourable Members will point out to 
me any actual improvement in the way | 
of blasting rocks or doing away with 
shoals I shall be very glad to consider 
their suggestions in consultation with 
the Board of Works. The next point | 
raised was in connection with certain | 
works at the Four Courts. I have heard | 
no complaint as to the way in which the | 
work is being carried out, but as the} 
honourable Member has complained I 
promise to consult the Board of Works | 
on the subject. Then the honourable | 
Member for Kerry raised a question with | 
regard to certain grants for pictures. Of | 
course, we cannot discuss that upon this | 
Vote, but there was a further question | 
raised as to which I may say at once 
that the Estimate for the National Gal- | 
lery this year is not yet complete, but | 
provides £2,000 on account towards | 
giving accommodation for pictures in 
connection with an offer—I am _ not 
quite sure whether the gift has 
actually yet been made—a_ very) 
generous offer made by Lady Milltown | 
of pictures and valuable furniture | 
which she was willing to make over to| 
the National Gallery of Ireland. Then | 
an honourable Member raised a question | 
as to which I confess, although I do not 
know much about it, I am to a great | 
extent in sympathy with Irish Members, | 
and that is the question of treasure trove. | 
Why the law should be as it is I cannot | 
tell, but the difficulties we are met with | 
in that respect are technical difficulties. | 
That is to say, the British Museum at the | 
present moment is forbidden to part with 


any of its possessions. But with regard | 
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after all, these ornaments were in the 
market, and I also believe that an Irish 
gentleman had the opportunity of sell- 
ing them to his fellow countrymen. That 
may be so or not, but I candidly admit 
that I personally have considerable sym- 
pathy with Irish Members who desire to 
have these ornaments in the possession of 
the nation. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman give the name of the 
person who might have sold them? 


*Mr. HANBURY: No, I do not think I 

should do that. With regard to the Bill 
of the honourable Member for Clare, I 
think that he has gone much further 
than is necessary. He has proposed to 
enable the British Museum to part with 
any documents or any other things in 
their possession, and that seems to me 
to go a great deal further than is neces- 
sary to deal with this particular case. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: Allow me to ex- 
plain. The object of ny Bill is perfectly 
clear. It deals with these special articles 
alone, and I have told the right honour- 
able Gentleman and others connected 
with the Government over and over 
again that I should be quite ready to 


| withdraw my Bill in order that another 


Bill might be introduced which was 
thought to be more suitable for the pur- 
pose. My Bill might be easily amended 
in Committee, but I think the right 
honourable Gentleman might give an 
undertaking that if I withdraw my Bill 
he will bring in a Bill more suitable for 
the purpose. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I could not under- 
take to bring in a Bill without the con- 
sent of the trustees of the British 
Museum. With regard to the complaint 
of the honourable Member for Mayo, I 
should have thought he was cognisant 
of the arranvement come to between the 
Treasury and the Board of National Edu- 
cation. If, as he implies, he was aware 
of it, I can hardly understand the criti- 
cism he has made, because the arrange- 
ment was this: it was found to 
be very inconvenient not to have a 
fixed sum, and what we agreed to was 





to the purchase by the British Museum | 4p at durine three years, of which the 
authorities ©: these Irish gold ornaments! ¢yrrent year is the last, the sum of 
Ido not think that the comparison which | £110,000 should be paid for the purpose 
has been drawn is quite fair, because,|of school buildings—£40,000 in the 
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first year, £40,000 in the next year, and 
£30,000 in the present year. The 
honourable Member complains that there 
is a reduction this year, but he will find 
that of the £40,000 voted last year, the 
National Educational Commissioners 
were only able to spend about £35,000, 
and we are re-voting this year actually 
the amount which the National Educa- 
tion Commissioners were not able to 
spend last year. Therefore, when 
the honourable Member asks whether 
there are any arrears, I have to 
say that, so far from there being 
any arrears, the National Education 
Commissioners were not able to spend 
last year the money actually voted for 
this purpose. Then a complaint was 
made as to some deficiency of seats pro- 
vided in the Phoenix Park. I shall be 
very glad to go into the question of the 
accommodation in the Phcenix Park, but 
as the honourable Member compared the 
Phoenix Park with other parks I must 
point out that there are very considerable 
difficulties with regard to the regulation 
of the Pheenix Park. Unlike any other 
park, I know there is very great doubt as 
to the authority with whom the regula- 
tions rest. The Board of Works have 
practically very little authority in this 
particular matter, and that may be one 
of the reasons why there are not more 
seats in the park. Now, with regard to 
the Queen’s Colleges, I think the honour- 
able Member for Mayo was fully replied 
to by the honourable Member for Belfast. 
I cannot go into the very large question 
which the honourable Member has raised 
with regard to the general policy. If 
the honourable Member is determined to 
oppose any Vote for the Queen’s Colleges 
until the general question of a Catholic 
University is dealt with, of course that is 
his own affair, and no doubt he will 
oppose the Vote this year, as I think he 
has generally done; but I am bound to 
say that when he talks of nine years 
having passed without any Vote having 
been taken for works in Belfast. he is 
quite mistaken. 


Mr. DILLON: No, no! I said nothing 
of the sort. What I said was that nine 
years ago the present First Lord of the 
Treasury and Leader of the House de- 
clared that he would not advocate expen- 
diture on the college in Belfast as long 
as the claims of the Irish Catholics were 


Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS } 





Supply. 360 


disregarded. In the interval another 
Government came into power, and a large 
Vote was passed at the time when the 
Home Rule Bill was under consideration. 
Now, when the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury has come into office again, and is the 
Leader of the House, he is bound by his 
own pledge. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Sir, there has been 
a Vote passed for the college in Belfast 
while the present Government has been 
in office, and I think I defended it against 
an attack by the honourable Member. 
As a matter of fact, if there ever was a 
purpose for which we should be tho- 
roughly justified in voting money, it is 
in connection with this additional grant 
of buildings at the Queen’s College, Bel- 
fast, which is intended for the Natural 
History Museum of that institution. The 
work is needed, and, considering the 
great amount of good work already done 
in connection with the college in Belfast, 
I do not think the Committee will grudge 
this small expenditure for that purpose. 
The honourable Member for Monaghan 
complained of a small reduction in con- 
nection with the National Library, but if 
the honourable Member had looked 
through the other parts of the Vote he 
would have found that, so far from there 
being a reduction, there was an increase 
of expenditure, for we are spending 
£1,000 this year in connection with those 
works as against £800 expended in the 
previous year, and that, of course, more 
than balances the small diminution of 
which he complains. Then with regard 
to the police huts. The honourable 
Gentleman appears to disapprove of 
police huts generally on principle. Well, 
that may be right or it may be wrong, 
but, at any rate, what we have to do is to 
maintain the police huts which are in 
existence at the present moment, and any 
charge that appears upon this Vote in 
connection with these huts is not for 
building new huts, but simply for keeping 
in proper repair those that already exist. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan): May I ask 
the right honourable Gentleman one 
question as to this item for a Divisional 
Commissioner's office? I was told the 
other day by the Chief Secretary that 
they were to be done away with, and, if 
that is so, why should this sum be 
required for an office for them ? 
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*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): The right 
honourable gentleman has been sym- 
pathetic in his reply, as he usually is, 
with regard to complaints made from 
these Benches, and I was very glad to 
hear him say that he sympathised with 
our complaint as to some of the items 
of Imperial expenditure being charged 
against Ireland. 


*Mr. HANBURY : I did not say that. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I beg the right honour- 
able gentleman’s pardon. I really 
understood him to say that he agreed 
that we were justified in some of the 
complaints we made in this connection. 
I notice that the right honourable 
Gentleman was silent with reference to 
the speech of the honourable and 
learned Member for St. Stephen’s Green. 
The honourable Member complained, and, 
I think, rightly, of the shabby way in 
which the Treasury has treated the Royal 
College of Science in Dublin. I should 
have thought that if there was one thing 
in connection with education in Ireland 
that would excite the sympathy of the 
Treasury it was the extension of the work 
of that institution, because I think that 
that institution, notwithstanding the dis- 
graceful way in which it has been treated 
by the Treasury, has rendered very 
valuable service in Ireland. Sir, I con- 
tend that the protests that have been 
made, and will continue to be made, 
against the custom of debiting Ireland 
with items of purely Imperial expendi- 
ture are amply justified by many of the 
items of this Vote, and it is nothing 
short of shameful. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I find, as a matter 
of fact, that in the financial relations 
returns all the items in this Vote that 
are considered really Imperial have been 
taken out of this Vote and treated as 
Imperial. 

*Mr. DAVITT: After the sophistical 
statement made by the First Lord of 
the Treasury a few nights ago, I really 
trust that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will see that the items in this Vote 
are overhauled, and that Ireland is 
honestly dealt with in this respect in 
future. Take the Lord Lieutenant’s 
household, for instance. That is not an 
Irish, but a distinctly anti-Irish, institu- 
tion; in fact, we consider it a costly 
national nuisance. It serves some pur- 
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pose of an Imperial kind, I admit, but 
surely we ought not to be called upon 
to pay for this school of Dublin 
flunkeyism. Now, Sir, the honourable 
and learned Member for North Louth 
made an appeal on behalf of the Library 
of the Four Courts in Dublin. He 
apprehends that the building may fall 
down some day and overwhelm the 
lawyers. I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman not to rashly interfere with 
the manifest decrees of Fate. I do not 
want to see the roof come down, especialiy 
during the Long Vacation; but if it 
should elect to tumble down some day 
when all the Dublin lawyers are inside, 
with the possible exception of the 
honourable and learned Member fer 
North Louth, the accident will only be 
registering the justice of the saying of 
Peter the Great when he declared that 
one lawyer was enough for any honest 
country. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I wish to protest against the sum of 
£4,860 being spent on Dublin Castle. 
About six months ago, in Dublin, we 
were conducting an election in the St. 
Stephen’s Green Division, and, in 
investigating some bogus lodger claims 
for votes, we found that Dublin Castle 
was let out to lodgers at a pound a week, 
including board as well as lodging. Now, 
Sir, I am not interested in the reputation 
of Dublin Castle, but if it is to be let 
out as a common lodging-house I cer- 
tainly think that the ratepayers ought 
not to be taxed to the extent of £4,865 
per annum. In the interests of the 
ordinary lodging-house keepers in Dublia, 
who have to pay rates and keep their 
houses in proper order, I protest against 
the taxation of the country to the 
amount of £4,000 in order to keep up 
a rival establishment on Cork Hill. I 
endeavoured at the time these matters 
came to light to get some further in- 
formation on the subject from the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. I drew his atten- 
tion to the statement made by the Daily 
Independent in Dublin that certain 
persons were lodging there, but the right 
honourable Gentleman did not give the 
information I asked for. I think, there- 
fore, this is the proper time to again 
draw attention to the matter. We took 
the precaution of sending a representa- 
tive of the Press to investigate the 
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statements made in the paper, and it was 
found that there were lodgers on the 
premises at the small sum of £1 a week. 
But this is the main point—is it a 
lodging-house, or is it not? If Her 
Majesty does not care to use the Castle, 
and if it is to be let as a lodging-house, 
let us know it on the best authority. 
I, Sir, protest, in the interests of the 
lodging-house keepers, who have to pay 
rates and keep their houses in a 
thoroughly good — sanitary condition, 
against this expenditure. If Dublin 
Castle is to be used as a lodging-house, 
then it ought to undergo the same 
sanitary inspection as the other lodging- 
houses. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 


N.): Mr. Lowther, there are only 
one or two points which I should 
like to call attention to, and on 
which I desire some little informa- 
tion. Anyone who knows anything 
of Ireland is aware that every year 


there is great suffering caused from the 
overflowing of the Shannon, and from 
defects in the Shannon works. It is 
a very remarkable feature of this year’s 


Estimates that the Government only 
charge for the year 1898-99 £1,000, 
whereas. for 1897-98 the charge was 


£2,500. Now, can it be said that there 
is anything in the circumstances of the 
present year to warrant the under- 
estimate for this year by £1,500? If 
£2,500 was necessary last vear, clearly 
it ought to be estimated for in the pre- 
sent year. But what is the explana- 


tion! The Government want to keep 
their balance square, and, in order 
to balance the accounts, they re 
duce the necessary work on _ the 
Shannon by £1,000, while they in- 


crease the expenditure under the head of 
new works, alterations, and additions in 
cennection with the constabulary offices, 
the Castle, and other places, by £4,435. 
So that they take from the one account 
which is most essential for the happincss 
and prosperity of the people living over 
the Shannon in order to spend money on 


those buildings in connection § with 
another account. Now, I dare 
say the right honourable Gentle- 


man will make some explanation as to 
that. But there is another point, and, 
in order not to give him the trouble cf 
rising a second time, I will say a word 
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or two upon it now. I refer to the «wld 
crnaments. These ornaments were found 
in the county of Donegal. They are, 
I understand, on very high authority, 
of the greatest historical and anti- 
quarian value, and are of great interest 
to the Celtic race. These ornaments, 
being gold, are, as far as I can form an 
opinion cn the information I have been 
able to get, clearly treasure trove, and. 
eecording to the law, are, prima facie, 
the property of the State. The orna- 
ments have not been offered to the Royal 
Irish Academy or to the public museum 
in Dublin, but they have actually been 
sold over the head of the Dublin Museum 
to the British Museum. No one has 
greater admiration for any institution 
than I have for the British Museum. It 
is one of the greatest institutions in 
the world. But these ornaments are, 
so to speak, a mere drop in the ocean, 
and quite thrown away at the British 
Museum. They are passed = over 
there by visitors, whereas if they 
were deposited in Dublin they would 
afford valuable assistance to. students 
of Irish history and Irish antiquities in 
their work. I presume the Government 
are sufficiently considerate towards Ire 
land to wish as far as possible to develop 
the archeology and the history of the 
country. I understand, although un- 
fortunately I was not in the House at the 
time, that the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland has 
not given any assurance on the part 
of the Government to support the very 
reasonable proposal of the honourable 
Member for East Clare. This is only a 
question of some £800, and if the Govern- 
ment will restore these ornaments to 
their natural position, the Roval Dublin 
Museum, they can still exercise proper 
control over them. There is also the 
question of Imperial and local charges. 
I think we ought to clear 
understanding as to what are Imperiai 
T am not, 
of course, going to enter into the ques- 
tion of over-taxation, but it is clear that 
the claim of Ireland in that respect has 
not been decided, nor the question set 
at rest, by the Debate and Division which 
took place in the early part of the week. 
It is important, therefore, to know what 
are local and what are Imperial charges. 


come to a 


and what are local charges. 




















365 Supply. 


*Tuz CHAIRMAN: That question does 
not arise in the Vote under discussion. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I bow to 

your ruling, Sir, but I may point out 
that a great number of these items are 
of an Imperial character, and if I am in 
order I should wish to call attention to 
the matter. 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: I do not think there 
is any dispute that these are Imperial 
charges. The fact that they are on the 


Irish Vote does not make them neces- 
sarily Irish local charges. 


T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I 
listened with satisfaction to the sym- 
pathetic references of the right honour- 
able Gentleman, the Secretary to the 
Treasury, but unfortunately ‘his sym- 
pathy does not seem likely to be trans- 
lated into action. We are very much in 
earnest about getting these ornaments 
back, but, as I understand the attitude 
of the right honourable Gentleman, there 
does not seem to be any intention on 
the part of either the Government or the 
trustees of the British Museum to allow 
the ornaments to back to Ireland. 
I wish, therefore, to ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will give a pledge to in- 
troduce next Session a Bill restoring 
these ornaments to Ireland. If so, we 
shall sav nothing more about the matter, 
but will leave it in the hands of the right 
honourable Gentleman. and trust to the 
good feeling of the trustees of the British 
Museum to see that justice is done. We 
feel strongly on this point, and will leave 
nothing undone to have the ornaments 
restored. I believe the right honour- 
able Gentleman is sympathetic, and will 
consider our views and take steps to 
meet them. ; 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh,  S&.) 
directed attention to a sum of £1,000 
for the erection of a new post office at 
Enniskillen, and asked if this represented 
the total cost of the buildings, or was 
He hoped the 
Treasury and the Post Office would not 


*SIR 


go 


only a Vote on account. 


erect a plain, bald building, but would | 


put up a substantial structure that would 
be an ornament to the town. 


{8 Jury 1898} 


Supply. 366 
Mr. BUTCHER (York) trusted 
the right honourable Gentlemaa. the 


First Lord of the Treasury would use 
his influence—which must be great—- 
with the trustees of the British Museum 
and represent to them that these orna- 
ments might appropriately and reason- 
ably be handed over to the custody of 
the Royal Irish Academy. If the trus- 
tees of the British Museum have such 
representations made to them, I am sure 
they will see their way to grant this 
request. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have the 
warmest sympathy with the appeal that 
has been made by honourable Members 
on both sides of the House. As the 
House votes money to the Irish National 
Museum to enable them to buy antiqui- 
ties, among other things, precisely of 
the description of these ornaments, it 
does seem an extraordinary thing that 
they should be taken away from Irish 
soil. I shall inquire into the matter. 
It is not possible for me to make a 
definite statement in the House beyond 
what I have already made, but my own 
feeling, after hearing the arguments, is 
very strongly in sympathy with the 
general sentiments that have been 
expressed. Having said so much, I 
venture to put it to the Committee that, 
from the general point of view of Supply, 
it would be a good thing if the Govern- 
ment could now get the Vote, and I trust 
honourable Gentlemen opposite will see 
their way to allow it to be taken. 


Mr. DILLON: I feel bound to debate 
this question. There are still some 
important and contentious items to be 
discussed, and on that ground alone it 
is impossible for us to allow the Vote. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Can we not have it on Report? 


Mr. DILLON was unable to agree to 
that course. Apart altogether from the 
fact that it raised the question of the 
Catholic claims, this was a very impor- 
tant matter, and if the Vote were allowed 
to pass it would be taken as a precedent 
for the future. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): I 
desire to thank the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for the 
sympathy he has expressed with regard 
to the transfer of these gold ornaments 
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to Ireland. If the right honourable 
Gentleman can see his way to have 
the ornaments sent to Dublin, I am sure 
the result will be satisfactory to every- 
one. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Cuass IIT, 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £38,660, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year endin 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, for crimina 
prosecutions and other law charges in Ireland.” 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100 
in respect of the salary of the Attorney General 
for Ireland.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Sir, I beg to move 
to reduce by £100 the salary of the 
Attorney General for Ireland, in order 
that I may bring before the House a very 
high-handed and arbitrary proceeding in 
the dismissal of one of their officials in 
Ireland—Mr. Mark Delandre—who was 
one of the public prosecutors for the city 
and county of Waterford. In bringing 
this matter before you I wish to state 
that the dismissal took place last year. 
I was anxious to raise the question on 
the Estimates last year, but when the 
discussion came on at the end of the 
year I was prevented from doing so. I may 
say at once, Sir, that this has nothing 
whatever to do with politics. Iam moving 
on purely neutral grounds, and in the 
interests of common justice. Mr. Mark 
Delandre is a Unionist, and it will be 
seen, therefore, that I am not moving 
on political grounds. Mr. Delandre 
belongs to the Unionist cause in Ireland, 
and I trust in this matter to have not 
merely the support of the Unionist Mem- 
bers for Ireland, but also the support of 
honourable Members on the other side of 
the House. This gentleman was public 
prosecutor for Waterford for 10 years; 
and I assert, in the presence of members 
of the Irish Bar, that during all the years 
of his term of office no complaint was 
ever made against him as to the manner 
in which he transacted his business. 
Suddenly, at the end of 1897, without a 
word of complaint, without a word of 


Mr. W. Redmond. 
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warning to enable him to offer one single 
word in his own defence, he was summa- 
rily dismissed. I wish the Committee to 
consider the circumstances of that dis- 
missal. When a solicitor in practice in 
Ireland is called upon to fill a position 
like this he has to give up his private 
practice; and, as a matter of fact, Mr. 
Delandre gave up his private practice im- 
mediately on his appointment ; and surely, 
Sir, it is a terrible thing when a man, 
having lost his private practice, is dis- 
missed without any complaint being made 
against him, and without having been 
heard in his own defence. The Attorney 
General asks for facts; well, I will give 
the facts as they appear from the corre- 
spondence; and I am very glad that. in 
this instance we have the presence of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for North Tyrone [Mr. C. H. Hemphill] 
te hear what I have to say. He was for 
many years leader of the Bar on the 
circuit where this took place. He has 
had a long and intimate acquaintance 
with that circuit, and in particular with 
the conduct of Mr. Delandre. He has 
for many years appeared for the Crown 
in conjunction with Mr. Delandre, and I 
ask him to bear witness with me that Mr. 
Delandre was a competent and able advo- 
cate for the Crown; and my honourable 
Friend will bear me out, as well as my 
Friend the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for the University of Dublin 
—who, I am sorry to see, is not present 
to-night—and who has also had a distinct 
and intimate acquaintance with Mr. De- 
landre. I would, further, ask the other 
counsel on that circuit who are present 
to bear me out in this: that Mr. Delandre 
has been an efficient, a painstaking, and 
a zealous servant. If, Sir, with this 
record attached to his name, Mr. Delandre 
has been dismissed from office, and prac- 
tically reduced to beggary by his private 
practice having gone—given up 10 years 
ago—I think I make out a serious case 
of hardship against the authorities, and 
one deserving the favourable considera- 
tion and support of the Government. 
Now, Sir, up to January, 1897, no great 
complaint ever reached Mr. Delandre as 
to the manner of the transaction of the 
business of his office. At the commence- 
ment of 1897 considerable trouble arose 
in the city of Waterford in connection 
with the trade in bacon with the city; 
it is the chief trade of that city. It was 
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a most unfortunate and deplorable dis- 
pute, and took place between the men 
and masters in the bacon factories. Hap- 
pily, that dispute has been closed for 
some time, but at the time I am speak- 
ing of it was the cause of considerable 
turmoil and distress. Well, as a result 
of it, a considerable number of men were 
prosecuted, and it was the duty of Mr. 
Delandre to undertake the prosecutions. 
Nobody complained that he was doing 
more than his duty. But suddenly, on 
the 15th January, he received the follow- 
ing telegram from the Chief Secretary— 


“The district inspector is to prosecute in the 
Waterford cases. Please see him from Attorney 
General.” 


That was absolutely the first intimation 
he received that there was any dissatis- 
faction with the way in which he had dis- 
charged his office. The second telegram 
was— 


“In confirmation of the telegram sent to you 
by the Attorney General yesterday evening, Mr 
Smith, D.I., R.I.C., has been directed to take 
charge of these prosecutions. It will not, 
therefore, be necessary for you to take any 
further action in any of these cases.” 


This was a very sudden intimation that 
he had not fulfilled the duties satisfac- 
torily that devolved upon him. in con- 
nection with those prosecutions. Now, 
Mr. Lowther, I think, if it could be proved 
that Mr. Delandre had any unfair leaning 
towards those whom he prosecuted there 
might be something to be said against 
him. But it does not stop there. That 
message which I have just read was fol- 
lowed by this letter, signed by the Under 
Secretary— 


“Chief Secretary’s Office, 
“25th Jan., 1897. 

““Sir—With reference to my minute of the 
16th inst., confirming the Attorney General’s 
telegram of the 15th, asking you to hand over 
to District Inspector Smith the papers in the 
case arising out of the bacon trade dispute in 
Waterford, I am directed by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to inform you that under the circum- 
stances which, unfortunately, rendered it neces- 
sary to take the conduct of these cases out of 
your hands, his Excellency feels that it is not 
possible to any longer entrust to you the dis- 
charge of the responsible duties of Crown 
solicitor. Before giving effect to this decision, 
which has been arrived at with very great 
regret, I have been directed to communicate it 
to you, with the object of affording you the 
opportunity, if you should think fit, of tender- 
ing your resignation,” 
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Sir, I have said that no complaint had 
been made before this gentleman was 
dismissed. These letters and telegrams 
bear that out. I repeat that there was 
no complaint made against Mr. Delandre 
as to his conduct. The first intimation 
he gets that they are dissatisfied with 
him isthat heis not to be allowed to con- 
duct certain prosecutions. In short, he 
is dismissed without an opportunity of 
hearing and answering certain charges 
made against him, and he is given the 
opportunity of resigning. Mr. Delandre, 
having received that intimation, writes 
on January 27th— 


“Sir,—Referring to your letter of the 25th 
inst., I have respectfully to ask for particulars 
of the circumstances to which you refer, and for 
further time to consider the matter before reply- 
ing, as I am in total ignorance on the subject. 
I have always endeavoured to fulfil the duties 
of my office with faithfulness and energy, and 
can fearlessly refer to the several Crown counsel 
and constabulary officers with whom I have 
been brought into contact with respect to the 
performance of such duties. Mr. Whelan, 
Assistant Inspector-General, R.I.C., has known 
me for years, both officially and otherwise, 
and I feel sure he will fully bear out what I 
have stated.” 


Therefore it comes to this: he is told 
that he is to be superseded before any 
complaint is made against him, and before 
he is afforded an opportunity of defend- 
ing himself. He asks what he has done, 
and for a chance to defend himself. He 
then receives, in February, particulars of 
the grounds of complaint on which he is 
dismissed. It is a long letter, giving 
him details of certain prosecutions, and 
the gist of it is where it is said that 
owing to a mistake that he made with 
regard to the value of certain evidence— 
which mistake was only corrected by the 
district inspector on the spot—it might 
have led to the case against the prisoner 
being dismissed. That, Sir, is the sole 
ground put forward for the man being 
dismissed. In reply, Mr. Delandre wrote 
a long letter, and asked—a perfectly 
reasonable request—that his dismissal 
should not be regarded as a settled 
matter until he had been heard in his 
own defence, and until some more serious 
accusation had been made against him 
than this particular bit of evidence, which 
in itself was of no very great importance. 
He received no answer. The only other 
communication he received was that, as 
he had not resigned, the Lord Lieutenant 
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had signed his dismissal at the Castle. 
The result is that this gentleman, who is 
advanced in years, who has a large family, 
and who, by reason of his former posi- 
tion, has lost his practice, and cannot 
possibly, at his time of life, resume it, is 
left absolutely penniless, after many 
years of devoted and efficient service. 
Sir, I think this is a very hard case. I 
have been induced to bring this matter 
up before the Committee for two reasons. 
First, I am naturally interested in a case 
of hardship occurring in the city of 
Waterford; but, more than that, I 
have known Mr. Delandre for many 
years as a member of the Leinster 
Circuit, and I am _ naturally = in- 
dignant at the shabby, scurvy treat- 
ment which has been meted out to him. 
I think, Sir, it would be difficult for the 
Attorney General to justify so high- 
handed and summary a proceeding as 
this. This is the view taken with abso- 
lute unanimity by the whole of the pro- 
fession to which Mr. Delandre belongs. 
Now, no one will say—the Attorney 
General will be the last man in this 
House to say—the Incorporated Law 
Society in Ireland, representing as it 
does the whole of the profession, would 
take up a case if they did not think it 
was a fair case to take up. I am _ per- 
fectly certain that he will admit that 
they would not press on the Government 
as a case of hardship any case which 
they did not believe thoroughly merited 
fair consideration from the Government. 
What have they done! Here is a copy 
of the resolution passed last year by 
the Incorporated Law Society and sent 
to the Lord Lieutenant— 


“Resolved: The council of the Incorporated 
Law Society (Ireland), having given their care- 
fu! consideration to the correspondence between 
the Under Secretary for Ireland and Mr. Marcus 
H. R. Delandre, solicitor, consisting of tele- 
grams of 10th and 16th days of January, 1857, 
from the Under Secretary to Mr. Delandre ; 
letters of 25th day of January and 2nd and 10th 
days of February, 1897, from the Under Secre- 
tary to Mr. Delandre; and letters of the 22nd 
day of January and 5th day of February, 1897, 
from Mr. Delandre to the Under Secretary, 
which correspondence terminated with the 
removal of Mr. Delandre from the office of 
Crown solicitor for the county and city cf 
Waterford, and having made inquiries touching 
the circumstances relied upon in justification of 
this step by the Executive, are of opinion that 
it is due to Mr. Delandre, and to the solicitors’ 
profession generally, that an inquiry ”"— 
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all they ask for is an inquiry— 


“into the particulars of the circumstances 
which resulted in his removal. should be insti- 
tuted ; and the council respectfully pray his 
Excellency the Lord Lieutenant to direct a 
public inquiry to be held in Waterford, to 
ascertain whether the particulars of the circum- 
stances as stated in the letter of the Under 
Secretary to Mr. Delandre of 2nd February, 
1897, are in accordance with the facts of the 
case, 


That reasonable request made by the 
Incorporated Law Society on behalf of 
the whole profession of solicitors in Ire- 
land was received with scant courtesy 
by Government House. The reply was 
simply a curt acknowledgment and the 
intimation— 


“T am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to 
state that the request of the council for a 
public inquiry is not one that can be complied 
with.” 


But the solicitors’ profession in Ireland 
took so strong a view about this case 
that they did not let it drop even there, 
because they followed up the resolution 
by a second one, which was sent to the 
Chief Secretary on the 17th June, 1897, 
It was as follows— 


“The council of the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety of Ireland, having considered the letter 
dated 15th May, 1897, from the Assistant 
Under Secretary, in which he informs the coun- 
cil that he is directed by the Lord Lieutenant 
to state that the request of the council for a 
public inquiry into the circumstances concern- 
ing the removal of Mr. Delandre from the office 
of Crown solicitor of the county and city of 
Waterford. is not one that can be complied 
with, respectfully pray his Excellency to direct 
an inquiry of a private nature to be held ”"— 


they had asked in the first resolution 
for a public inquiry, that was refused, 
and they now asked for a_ private 
inquiry— 

“at which Mr. Delandre, with such legal 
assistance and witnesses as he may require, 
may be present, in order to ascertain whether 
the particulars of the circumstances, as stated 
in the letter of the Under Secretary to Mr. 
Delandre, of 2nd February, 1897, are in accord- 
ance with the facts of the case ;” 


and that communication of theirs was 
treated with still scantier courtesy, be- 
cause they did not receive an answer 
at all. No acknowledgment nor reply 
whatever was received to this communi- 
cation from Dublin Castle. Now, Mr. 
Lowther, those are, shortly, the facts in 


























373 Supply. {8 Juty 


this case. Personally I feel very keenly 
that this old gentleman at the end of 
his days and service has been badly 
treated. I think it is a case of extreme 
hardship, and I shall be extremely sur- 
prised if the members of the legal pro- 
fession from Ireland in this House do 
not take the same view as I do. I beg, 
Sir, to move. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: In rising 
to say a few words in this House in 
support of the Motion of the honourable 
and learned Member opposite, it is hardly 
necessary for me to preface my observa- 
tions by the remark that this Motion is 
in no way intended as any reflection 
upon my right honourable and learned 
Friend the Attorney General for Ireland, 
because, in common with the honourable 
Member who introduced this Motion, I 
am sure we recognise the ability and 
industry he brings to bear on the dis- 
charge of his duties both inside and out- 
side the House. But I am confident that 
a consideration of the facts will show 
that a mistake has been made in this 
particular case, a mistake that -has re- 
sulted in a very grave injustice to a 
deserving public official, a member of 
an honourable profession. In one respect 
I differ trom the honourable and learned 
Member opposite, because I never, either 
privately or professionally, came in con- 
tact with Mr. Delandre, and do not know 
him by sight; but the facts of his case 
have been brought before me and pressed 
on my notice by a good many of his 
constituents. It appears that, having 
been engaged up till 10 years ago in the 
pursuit of his profession as a private 
member of it, he was selected, and we 
must presume and assume that he was 
selected after due inquiry, and after the 
Government of the day were satisfied 
with his qualifications—he was selected 
to fill the responsible position: of Crown 
solicitor for this county. Now, that was 
only 10 years ago, and so far as anything 
is known to either myself or, I think, my 
honourable and learned Friend opposite, 
during the entire duration of that 10 
years no complaint of any kind from the 
Executive ever reached Mr. Delandre 
until this month of January, 1897. Now 


that is a very important matter, because 
from my view of this correspondence it 
seems to me that the letters of the Execu- 
tive disclose no ground for their action 
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in dismissing this gentleman, and I can 
only understand it being justified on the 
ground that some previous complaints 
existed ; and if it is attempted to justify 
it on that ground I say nothing could 
be more unfair than to keep complaints 
pigeon-holed against an official of this 
kind which are never communicated to 
him, and which he has never had an 
opportunity of dealing with. I think, 
therefore, there will hardly be any 
attempt made to justify the summary 
dismissal of this gentleman by anything 
that occurred antecedent to the month of 
January, 1897, because no such attempt 
can be made in face of the fact that 
up to that month, during his 10 years of 
office, no complaint ever reached him. 
We therefore have to fall back upon the 
proceedings of this month of January to 
see what the justification is for the sum- 
mary and arbitrary dismissal of this 
gentleman; and the House must bear 
this fact in mind, that when a profes- 
sional gentleman, such as Mr. Delandre, 
is selected by the Government of the 
day to fill a position of this kind in a 
particular county in Ireland, the result 
is that he is entitled to look, and does 
look, upon it as practically a provision 
for his life, because the necessary con- 
sequence of his taking service for the 
Crown in a matter of this kind brings 
him into daily conflict with the people in 
the discharge of his duty. So that if he 
ceases for any reason to hold this office 
of Crown solicitor he is placed at a 
great disadvantage in endeavouring to 
return to the ordinary practice of his pro- 
fession in that county. Now I am not 
going to weary this House by going 
through the correspondence that has 
already been referred to by the honour- 
able and learned Member opposite, but 
I must again very briefly recall the atten- 
tion of the House to a few dates dis- 


closed by that correspondence. On the 
16th January this gentleman, Mr. 


Delandre, received a Minute from the 
Castle to say that he was to hand over 
the conduct of two not very important 
prosecutions at petty sessions to the dis- 
trict inspector. Nothing further was 
heard by him from the Executive for 10 
days, and it was not until the 25th 
January that he received a letter from 
the Under Secretary stating that he was 
to discontinue to hold his office from 
that date, or, in other words, calling upon 
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him to resign his office. He replied to 
that, and on the znd February he got 
from the Under Secretary the only docu- 
ment there is in the entire correspondence 
that gives any clue or any reason for 
this act of arbitrary dismissal. Now the 
two causes in that letter—and I ask the 
attention of the House particularly to 
this—the only two causes alleged in that 
letter for the summary dismissal of a 
gentleman who, so far as the records go, 
had fulfilled his duties for 10 years to 
the satisfaction of successive Govern- 
ments, the only complaint put on record 
is, first, that he fails to produce some 
link in the evidence that was wanted to 
convict one of the accused persons ; and, 
second, that he allowed the constabulary 
officer in charge of the case to prompt 
him during the course of it. Now, with 
regard to the first, Mr. Delandre, in his 
reply, pointed out the obvious and con- 
clusive answer. He said it was quite 
true that he had not called the particular 
witness mentioned; but the reason of 
that was because the case had come 
up on adjournment, and the witness men- 
tioned had made a deposition on the first 
occasion, and that that deposition was 
before the presiding magistrate on the 
second occasion, therefore it became 
unnecessary to call him. As to the second 
allegation, that he had received the 
promptings of the district inspector 
during the course of the case, Mr. 
Delandre does not take the trouble to 
deal with that, or to deny it, and I think 
he did very properly. I can say for 
myself, after an experience of 20 years in 
the conduct of prosecutions in Ireland, 
and also in the defence of accused per- 
sons, that it is the invariable practice 
for the district inspector, even in cases 
that are entrusted, not to Crown solici- 
tors, but to Crown counsel, it is the in- 
variable practice to sit in the vicinity 
of the Crown counsel and to make a 
suggestion and prompt him if he thinks 
it necessary. So far from resenting that, 
I have always found that of great assist- 
ance and importance in prosecuting. It 
seems to me to be childish that this 
gentleman, who for 10 years had filled 
this responsible office to the satisfaction 
of the Executive of successive Govern- 
ments—it seems a childish thing that 
when he is dismissed in this arbitrary 
way, and he challenges the Executive to 
tell him why, the only two reasons 
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that should be assigned are, first, that he 
failed to produce a witness who had made 
a deposition before the case had been 
adjourned ; and, second, that during the 
conduct of the case he had listened to the 
promptings of the officer of the police 
who was in charge of the case. Now, 
assume that in neglecting to produce a 
particular witness he had for a moment 
made a slip or a mistake. Surely, at 
the outside, and as the most extreme 
method, a reprimand, a caution, would 
have satisfied the exigencies of the posi- 
tion. I do not really deal with the other 
suggestion about his taking the prompt- 
ings from the district inspector who was 
there, acting for the police, in the course 
of the prosecution, because that is so 
trivial and so unreal. I really do not 
propose to deal with it. But assume 
that he had made this mistake, or this 
slip—because at the worst it was only a 
slip—what justification was that for 
depriving this gentleman not only of his 
livelihood as a Crown solicitor, and de- 
grading him in the eyes of the public 
and of his professional brethren, but also 
for turning him adrift, practically, on the 
world, without any means whatever of 
returning to the ordinary work of his 
own profession, which had parted from 
him during the 10 years he had been 
doing the work of the Executive! The 
council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
representing the entire profession of 
solicitors, passed a unanimous resolution 
requesting the Executive to give this 
gentleman a public inquiry. Mr. 
Delandre writes back himself to say that 
the very district inspector who was men- 
tioned and the very solicitor who was 
there conducting the defence of the 
accused person would testify that the 
charges alleged against him by the Under 
Secretary were false and unfounded, 
and I think he could not have taken a 
more fair or more reasonable course 
than to appeal to the very two persons, 
the solicitor for the accused and the 
District Inspector of Police as the 
persons who were prepared to contradict 
the alleged neglect of duty complained 
of. Well, they reply to the Incorporated 
Council, representing the entire solicitors 
in Ireland, and the executive declines to 
give a public inquiry. That is immaterial. 
You have the resolution of the body 
saying, “ Well, if you object to public 
inquiry, then give this gentleman 4 
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private inquiry. Let him have a chance 
of meeting his accusers face to face ; let 
him know what the charges are, and let 
him have an opportunity of bringing up 
his own witnesses; and then, after a 
fair investigation has taken place—as 
one against the other—then condemn 
him if you like.” No answer was returned 
to that letter. Now, the position is 
this, that this gentleman, who held this 
responsible pudlic position—a position in 
which he had discharged, from time to 
time, duties of the most onerous, and 
sometimes of the most unpleasant, 
character—a man, it must be as- 
sumed, whose qualifications for the 
office must have been proved before his 
appointment to the office. were sufficient 
—this man is to be summarily turned 
adrift, his name degraded and his reputa- 
tion challenged! I really suggest that 
the executive should admit that a 
mistake has been made, and I think, in 
the interests of justice, and also in the 
interests of other gentlemen occupying 
similar positions in Ireland, that, so long 
as they hold their office, they ought to 
let these gentlemen know that they hold 
their offices on some more secure tenure, 
and that so long as they discharge their 
duties it will not be open to the executive 
to dismiss them in this summary and 
arbitrary way ; but if they do, they will, 
at all events, be doing away with the 
chance which is given to the worst 
criminal in the land—of giving his own 
answer to the charge brought against 
him, 


*Mr. Sergeant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): As I have been referred to in the 
speech of my honourable and learned 
Friend the Member for Waterford, I 
think I am bound to say a few words. 
Now I am very glad that there is not a 
suspicion of Party aspect in this Motion ; 
I am glad also that in bringing it forward 
there is no suggestion whatsoever of 
personal blame attached to the learned 
Attorney General, while I fully concur 
in the observations of the last speaker 
with reference to Mr. Delandre. The 
reason I trouble the Committee is this. 
I, for the best years of my life, was a 
barrister on the Leinster circuit, of which 
circuit the city and county of Waterford 
was an important part. I have known 
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£8 JuLy 1898} 








Supply. 3738 


joined the profession; he was not only 
a solicitor himself, but his father had 
been for years a most respectable 
solicitor, enjoying a most respectable 
business. He has been described by my 
honourable Friend as a Unionist. Mr. 
Delandre belonged to a family of the 
French Huguenot extraction, who were 
settled in Waterford ; he was a Protestant 
of the Protestants, and a Tory of the 
Tories. Now, he was appointed to the 
Crown solicitorship only during the 
pleasure of the Lord Lieutenant; he 
was obliged to give up his private prac- 
tice—at all events, in the county for 
which he was Crown solicitor. As Crown 
solicitor, as my honourable Friend will 
know, Mr. Delandre’s office was worth 
£500 or £600 a year, and it is only by 
bringing the matter before this House 
that this gentleman is afforded an oppor- 
tunity of getting anything like redress, 
not only for the loss of office and of his 
position as a solicitor, but also for his 
character. I may also mention, as re- 
ference has been made of it, that he was 
not only the son of a_ respectable 
solicitor to whom I have referred, but 
he was connected with another solicitor 
of note, Joshua Nunn, the solicitor for 
the University of Dublin. 

AN HONOURABLE MemBeR: He is still 
alive. 

*Mr. SersEANT HEMPHILL § That being 
the character of the gentleman, you must 
also bear in mind ‘that he was an ap- 
pointee of a Tory administration, being, 
I think, appointed by the present 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland. I, as a mem- 
ber of the Leinster circuit, was perfectly 
able to form a judgment of the qualifica- 
tions of Mr. Delandre. Now I can say 
this, that before he was appointed I 
was thrown into professional connection 
with him in the county and city of Water- 
ford ; afterwards, when he became Crown 
solicitor, I had an opportunity of judging 
of his qualifications, and I say that this 
gentleman was a fair and competent 
representative of the interests committed 
to his care. It is very hard to weigh 
in golden scales the professional attain- 
ments of any gentleman, but for years 
within my own knowledge that gentleman 
acquitted himself with general satisfac- 
tion. Now, on what grounds has this man, 
still in the prime of life, been insulted 
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and degraded in the presence of those 
who know him? What hope has he of 
ever recovering any of his private prac- 
tice? I confess there is no remedy unless 
by the vote of this House. He has no 
claim by Petition of Right, because he 
was appointed only during the pleasure 
of the Lord Lieutenant. Is that fair 
play! I put that to any of you. If 
any of you should have heard of 
such a man, a friend of your 
own, being dismissed, how would 
you act! The best way to con- 
sider such a question is to ask your- 
selves what you would do under like cir- 
cumstances. Mr. Delandre has no tri- 
bunal to appeal to except the House of 
Commons, and if you turn a deaf ear 
to his appeal it means for him no hope 
and no chance of redress. Now, 
it has been explained very clearly by 
both my honourable and learned Friends 
that it was arranged between Mr. 
Delandre and Mr. Allingham, represent- 
ing the prisoners, that it would not be 
necessary to re-examine witnesses on the 
second trial who had been examined on 
the first, and the magistrate, I suppose, 
had no information as to what had 
occurred on the first hearing. If the 
magistrate had taken the trouble to ask 
the clerk, he would have found that the 
depositions taken at the former trial 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND interrupted. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: It is no 
use interrupting me. Now, Mr. Alling- 
ham was asked if he required the 
depositions to be again read, and he said 
he did not, that he would take them 
as read. Mr. Delandre then said that 
closed the case for the Crown on the 
evidence before the court. The whole 
thing is this: some person who had some 
grudge against Mr. Delandre gave some 
information to the Crown, and then, 
without giving him any warning, and 
without giving him an _ opportunity 
of being heard, he is dismissed in a 
summary way. It is suggested that there 
were other complaints. All I can say is 
that no intimation has been given to him 
of such complaints. I was not aware of 
any complaint being brought against 
him in the discharge of his duties 
when I was responsible as a law officer 
of the Crown. In common justice, I am 
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bound to state that to the House. If 
there are any other grounds of objection 
to this gentleman, why not state them to 
the House? If not, it will be a replica 
of the Dreyfus case. I ask the Attorney 
General for Ireland, is there some 
reason for which the Government wished 
to get rid of this gentleman! If so, he 
ought to have brought it forward. On 
inquiry by the responsible heads of Mr. 
Delandre’s profession, a demand for a 
public inquiry is made, but no answer is 
given, except that it is not a case for 
public inquiry. I cannot understand why 
a public inquiry is not given, except that 
it would throw a certain amount of light 
on those proceedings. Then a private 
inquiry is asked for. Why is not that 
private inquiry given? I ‘hope the 
learned Attorney General will not take 
the responsibility on himself for that. I 
am sure there are Members of the Legis- 
lature who must have known Mr. 
Delandre, and I cannot imagine it pos- 
sible that either my right honourable 
Friend the Attorney General or the Lord 
Chancellor must not have known Mr. 
Delandre’s qualifications when his 
appointment was made, and I do trust 
that, by giving a very decided opinion on 
the Division that will be taken on this 
Vote, the members of the Committee on 
both sides will decide in favour of justice 
and fair play. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Any: 
one who has listened to the speeches cf 
honourable Members on this subject must 
be convinced that Mr. Delandre has 
received high-handed and unjust treat- 
ment, and deprived of his _ office 
before he knew that the authorities 
had any complaint against him. I 
know Mr. Delandre. well. At the 
time he was deprived of his position he 
had a very good practice in Waterford, 
and was a competent pleader at petty 
sessions. It is possible that the Com- 
mittee may be inclined to give additional 
weight to my statement, because Mr. 
Delandre and all his connections have 
been active political opponents of mine. 
That does not, however, blind me to my 
sense of duty, and I cannot help saying 
that he has been treated in a most 
shabby way, in a way in which no 
official of a company would be treated. 























381 Supply. 


He was not told what was the complaint 
against him, but was summarily dis- 
missed. If everyone is to be dismissed 
from the position he occupies for a 
mere mistake of judgment. very few men 
could hold any public position. Immedi- 
ately after Mr. Delandre was superseded 
a gentleman was appointed to fill his 
place. He was a gentleman who had no 
connection with the district, but he was 
considered a competent man, and was 
ordered to take charge of the prosecu- 
tions in connection with the bacon 
strike at Waterford. But in the very 
first action in which he appeared before 
the petty sessions he was completely 
“unhorsed,” if I may use the expression, 
and the case was scouted out of court. 
I have nothing to add to the very lucid 
statement of the honourable Member for 
North Tyrone. As I have already 
said, Mr. Delandre is no particular friend 
of mine in politics, but he has pleaded 
before me at petty sessions, and I have 
always looked upon him as a very com- 
petent man. I believe he has been par- 
ticularly harshly treated, and I hope 
honourable Gentlemen on the other side 
of the House will recognise this and see 
that justice is done. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRF- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arxinsoy, Londonderry, 
N.): The dismissal of Mr. Delandre was 
no act of mine; it was an act of the 
Executive Government, but it was done 
on my advice, and I accept entire respon- 
sibility for giving that advice. The 
advice was given by me with infinite 
pain, because—and here I may say that 
my right honourable Friend opposite is 
entirely mistaken as to the relations 
between this official and myself—Mr. 
Delandre was a friend and acquaintance 
of mine, and I have been employed as a 
barrister by him. But I gave the advice 
because of the position which I hold. 
Sir, I hold that it is not competent for a 
man in the position I occupy to consider 
what pain and loss he must inflict when 
his imperative duty demands that he shall 
take such a course as I took in the case 
of Mr. Delandre, and I consider I would 
have been false to my duty—which is to 
provide, as far as I can, and above all 
things, for the due administration of 
public justice—if I had for a moment 
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refrained from advising the removal of a 
man from office when he was no longer 
fitted for the discharge of his public 
duties, and whose office depends’ in a 
great degree on their due discharge. I 
think, in the first place, it is well for me 
to call attention to the extraordinary 
misconception which appears to prevail 
in the minds of honourable Members 
opposite regarding the terms by which 
Crown solicitors hold their office. They 
are appointed at the pleasure of the 
Crown. They must know that they can 
be dismissed at the pleasure of the 
Crown. I presume some good reason 
must exist why a not more stable tenure 
has been given, and it must be this. For 
the carrying on of public business it has 
been found to be absolutely necessary 
that the Executive Government of the 
day may, if it so pleases, remove these 
men without giving a reason to any 
public body, whether it be the Incor- 
porated Society of Solicitors or any other 
public body, and it would be impossible 
to carry on the government of the 
country if officials of this character held 
such positions, that the Lord Lieutenant, 
or head of the Executive of the day was 
obliged to account to public bodies like 
the Incorporated Society of Solicitors for 
the exercise of his authority, or to submit 
his ruling to the investigation of third 
parties. The men who take these official 
positions must know that perfectly well 
The honourable Member for the St. 
Stephen’s Green Division of Dublin said 
that some intimation should be given to 
these officials throughout the country 
that they could not be removed except 
for cause; so that the Executive would 
be reduced to this: that, if they 
attempted to get rid of one official they 
would be compelled to justify their posi- 
tion in a court of justice, and give some 
good reason why a jury should find in 
their favour. Mr. Delandre was not only 
a Crown solicitor, but Sessional Crown 
solicitor, and in the latter capacity it 
was his duty when called upon to take 
charge of the important prosecutions in 
the petty sessions court, or of police 
cases which assumed a gravity that made 
it desirable that they should be con- 
ducted by a special man and not by the 
ordinary police official. At the time in 
question, 
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for Waterford knows, Waterford was 
convulsed by turbulence and by riotous 
disturbances, and the ridiculous spectacle 
was even presented of half a dozen 
farmers driving 10 or 20 pigs to the 
butcher’s yard, escorted by a file of police 
50 or 100 strong. It was absolutely 
necessary that the violence and turbu- 
lence should be checked by a firm 
enforcement of the law. It so 
happened that in this month of 
January two persons were to be 
prosecuted in connection with this strike. 
Under ordinary circumstances the cas2 
would be conducted probably by the ser- 
geant of police or the district inspector, 
but in order that it should be more 
efficiently done, and that it should be 
presented by a skilled and competent 
man, I directed that the case should be 
taken charge of by Mr. Delandre. That 
was the occasion of the sending of the 
telegram referred to. He had _ been 
directed to take charge of the prosecii- 
tion, and immediately after that 
direction was given. I received a com- 
munication from the resident magistrate 
at Waterford to the effect that Mr. 
Delandre was hopelessly incompetent, 
that he had shown his incompetence on 
previous occasions, and that it would be 
more desirable to leave the conduct of the 
case in the hands of the police. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Was that ever 
communicated to Mr. Delandre? 


Mr. ATKINSON: In due time: I will 
follow my own order. I did not, of 
course, think of acting on that com- 
munication alone save so far as *%0 
telegraph to Mr. Delandre asking him to 
kindly leave the conduct of the case 
in the hands of the police. That tele- 
gram is set out in Mr. Delandre’s letter, 
and is to the effect I have mentioned— 


“ District inspector is to prosecute in Water- 
ford cases; please see him.” 


The magistrate who had made the com- 
munication was asked to forward a full 
and detailed report on the matters he 
complained of against Mr. Delandre. 
That was received shortly after—on 17th 
January—and then the letter was written 
to Mr. Delandre, which has already been 
referred to, saying that his services could 
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no longer be continued, but that, if he 
desired, he would be given the oppor- 
tunity of resigning. He did not resign, 
but he asked that the charges against 
him should be made known to him. That 
request was complied with, and the 
charges were set out in full detail in the 
letter of Sir David Harrel of the 2nd of 
February. Surely there could not be any 
greater perversion of fact than to say 
that this man was dismissed without 
having been given any opportunity for 
explanation. He was not dismissed. He 
was asked whether he would prefer to 
resign, and when he asked what were 
the charges against him. they were dis- 
tinctly detailed, and it was because his 
answer was not only unsatisfactory, but 
because it showed a hopeless ignorance of 
his profession, and that he was entirely 
unfitted for the position he held, that he 
was dismissed. Now, what were the 
charges? They have been already men- 
tioned to the Committee, and arose out 
of his conduct of these cases at petty 
sessions. The case referred to by Mr. 
Bourke, as an instance of Mr. Delandre’s 
incompetency, was that 6f a man named 
Cummins, who had been charged with 
malicious injury to propercy. I will read 
to the Committee the full and detailed 
statement of the charges against Mr. 
Delandre contained in Sir David Harrel’s 
letter— 


“ Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
27th instant, asking for particulars of the cir- 
cumstances referred to in my letter to you of 
the 25th instant, such circumstances being 
those which rendered it necessary to take out of 
your hands the conduct of the prosecutions 
arising out of the bacon trade dispute in Water- 
ford. In reply I am to state that the attention 
of his Excellency and of the Attorney General 
having been drawn to the unsatisfactory 
manner in which you had discharged your duties 
as Crown solicitor in the prosecutions before 
referred to, his Excellency caused inquiries to be 
made, when the following facts were elicited :— 
On the 8th instant, at the Waterford Borough 
Police Court, you appeared as Crown solicitor 
to prosecute one Thomas Cummins, who was 
charged on the complaint of the police with 
maliciously breaking glass, the property of 
Thomas Quinn, hotel proprietor. You pro- 
duced Quinn as a witness, and he duly proved 
that the damage in question had been com- 
mitted, but stated, on cross-examination by the 
defendant’s solicitor, that he could not say who 
had committed it. You thereupon announced 
that the case for the Crown closed.” 
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That is to say, that a man comes up and 
says his windows were broken, and says 
nothing about the prisoner in the dock, 
and then the person prosecuting says, 
“That is my case.” The letter proceeds— 


“The defendant’s solicitor at once asked that 
his client might be discharged, on the ground 
that there was no evidence against him. Mr. 
Bourke, R.M., who was sitting alone, pointed 
out to you that you had in no way connected 
the defendant with the case. You, however, 
still maintained that your case was closed. At 
this point the defendant must necessarily have 
been discharged, had not Mr. Bourke been 
familiar with the evidence which was avail- 
able, owing to the fact that he had previously 
taken the depositions of four police witnesses 
in the case. By his directions the depositions 
in question were produced, and the witnesses 
re-sworn. Two of these witnesses proved that 
when the window was broken they heard a 
crash of glass, and immediately saw the defend- 
ant running away from the spot. A third 
proved that for five minutes prior to the break- 
ing of the glass there was a complete absence 
of persons in the street. The case having been 
thus circumstantially proved, the defendant’s 
solicitor raised the point that the police had no 
power to prosecute in cases of malicious injury 
of property, the owner of which was known. 
In reply you argued that the police had the 
right to prosecute where the owner was 
unknown—a case which did not arise, and 
which was the direct converse of the case you 
were required to meet.” 


That is an example of the intelligence of 
which my honourable Friend speaks, and 
the merits of the case are not affected by 
the fact that honourable Members knew 
this gentleman’s father or grandfather. 
The letter continues— 


“The magistrate, however, held that the 
prosecution was properly laid, and convicted 
the defendant, fining him £1 and costs. Again. 
on the 15th instant, you appeared at the same 
court to prosecute one Thomas Donnelly, on 
the complaint of the police. Mr, Smith, the 
district inspector in charge of the case, had. on 
the previous day given you a full statement in 
writing of the available evidence, and had 
also gone over the same with vou vira vore. 
Notwithstanding this fact, and although you 
held in your hand the statement of evidence, it 
became necessary for District Inspector Smith 
to sit beside you, and prompt you continuously 
in your examination of the witnesses. His 
Excellency is advised that your conduct of thes: 
cases alone shows a manifest inability on your 
part to conduct prosecut‘ons of the simplest 
nature. The cases in question were of the 
most normal character, and such as in ordinary 
circumstances would have been left in the 
hands of the police. 
were committed in pursuance of the object of 
« lawless conspiracy alone invested the case: 
with importance, and rendered it necessary that 
they should be put before the court with care 
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and completeness—a function which you sig- 
nally failed to perform.” 
“T am, Sir, 
“Your obedient Servant, 
“D. HarRew.” 


Before reading the reply of this gentle 
man allow me to state to the Committee 
so much of the law as will enable them 
to appreciate the point made against 
him, and his reply. This man Cummins 
was taken up for malicious injury to 
property. He was arrested and brought 
before a magistrate. The law on the sub- 
ject is that if it turns out that the injury 
is not valued at over £5 the offence 
ceases to be an indictable offence, and 
must be dealt with summarily by the 
magistrates. That is the plain Petty Ses- 
sions Act. In this instance Cummins was 
arrested, taken before a magistrate, and 
depositions were made to justify his 
arrest, but no proof was given of the 
value of the property or of the person 
who owned the house. The case was 
adjourned, and when it came up at the 
petty sessions court in the usual form 
Quinn, the owner, appeared, and then it 
turned out that, the injury not being over 
£5 in value, the offence was not indictable, 
but an cffence which then and there was to 
be tried and adjudicated on by the pre- 
siding magistrate, and the Act of Parlia- 
ment requires, and common sense and 
justice require, that the whole case 
should be gone into de novo, and wit- 
nesses examined and cross-examined, and 
a case made, not for the return of the 
accused for trial, but a complete case to 
justify the magistrate in passing sen- 
tence. The idea that under those circum- 
stances the person prosecuting in the 
case should only examine one witness to 
supplement the depositions, when it was 
well known the man was not to be 
returned for trial, shows a crass and cul- 
pable ignorance of his profession by this 
gentleman, and I submit to the Com- 
mittee that I should have been false to 
my duty had I for one moment allowed 
him to take part in the administration of 
criminal justice in the city of Waterford, 
if he had ten thousand friends, and if 
they gave him ten thousand testimonials, 
when I found that he showed out of his 
own mouth that he was entirely ignorant 
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of the Petty Sessions Act and the 
Malicious Injuries Act. The merest 
attorney’s clerk who was ever present at 
a court of justice ought to know that 
when it comes to a case of finally trying 
and deciding a man’s guilt or innocence 
it is not competent for any prosecutor to 
put up a witness to prove unimportant 
facts, and then say that the rest of 
the case has been gone into before. 
Let us see the gentleman’s answer, 
because my case is this: I submit to 
this Committee that, however numerous 
may be his friends, or however, by acci- 
dent or design, they are all so much 
interested on his behalf, if it can be 
proved to me, and especially by his own 
letter, as I will show in a moment, that 
he was incompetent, it was my duty to 
act upon it, and I did act upon it. Now, 
what is the answer Delandre gives to 
that! Here is his answer: the deposi- 
tions of course justified the arrest, and 
the depositions were taken before he 
received instructions in the case, and the 
case was adjourned, as I am informed, 
solely for the purpose of the production 
of the evidence to prove ownership. That 
was for a trial then and there upon the 
spot, and I said any person who would 
suppose for one moment that that was 
the ultimate tribunal to determine the 
man’s guilt did not know the Act. 
When he had proved ownership, I asked 
if he required the depositions, and he 
said he did not, and that he would take 
them as read, and that was all the 
evidence that could be given before the 
court. That, Sir, is in corroboration of 
what Mr. Burke said, “That as the 
ownership was proved, I said my case 
was closed.” He must have known that 
he was then engaged in the prosecution 
to have a sentence passed upon a man, 
and it was ridiculous to suppose that 
the solicitor for the prisoner could assent 
in any way whatever to one-half of the 
evidence being kept away from the court. 
Therefore, Mr. Lowther, I was convinced 
that the representation of Mr. Burke, 
which was embodied in a letter, was a 
true reason that he did not know any- 
thing about it. He supposed that all 
that was necessary was to prove this 
ownership. The depositions which had 
already been made were then verified. 
The man is mixing up two things. He is 
mixing up the depositions with an indict- 
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able offence when you are about to 
return a man to quarter sessions to stand 
his trial. There was no application for 
which his guilt is to be proved and 
sentence inflicted. His chief contention 
was that the police had no power to 
arrest the defendant, not having seen him 
in the act of committing the mis. 
demeanour, but the police would have a 
perfect right to arrest him without a 
warrant. He quoted the section, but 1 
pointed out that the section did not 
contemplate the defendant being seen 
committing the offence. Now, let me 
call the attention of the Committee to the 
section itself. Section 61, and I must 
apologise for troubling the Committee 
with these technical details, says— 


“ Any person found committing an offence 
may be arrested” ; 


and he tells you that the argument of 
that section did not apply to a man seen 
committing an offence. That is, when 
he was seen he was not found. Now, 
really an appeal has been made to me, 
and my honourable Friend has been very 
complimentary to ask fair play from the 
Committee as to what this statement 
means. But did it not show absolute 
ignorance! The idea of any man being 
permitted and entrusted with the 
administration of justice in a town like 
Waterford who could stand up and say 
that, where the section provided that a 
certain thing might be done if he was 
found committing an offence, that he 
could be deprived of it if he was seen 
committing it. 


*Mr. ServEANT HEMPHILL: But that 
is the 64th section. 


Mr. ATKINSON: 
honourable Gentleman’s pardon, but 
that is notso. The 64th section is worse. 
It is the 61st section. He stood up and 
contended that, when a certain thing was 
to be done when he was found commit- 
ting the offence, that that did not appiy 
to him when he was seen committing the 
offence. I pass on to the remaining 
points. There is the statement that the 
defendant’s solicitor raised the point that 
the police had no power. But his con- 
tention was that nobody but the owner 
of the property maliciously injured could 
take proceedings. I relied on the 24th 


I beg the right 
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and 25th Vic., cap. 27, section 67. 
That raises the point that the police had 
no right to prosecute where the ownec 
was known. Let us see how this gentle- 
man answers that point. He reiied 
upon the 64th section, which provides 
for the mode in which damages are to be 
given when the owner is unknown. It 
provides that every sum of money whith 
will be forfeited in respect of any injury 
done shall be assessed by the convicting 
justices, and shall be paid to the party 
aggrieved, except where he is unknown. 
The point was, as I have already said, 
that the police have no right to prose- 
cute where the owner is knowa, and the 
answer of the counsel was that damages 
are to be applied only where the owners 
are known. I wonder that smuo of Mr. 
Delandve’s friends were not mor: rerci- 
ful to him than to bring his case before 
this House, and reluctantly drag from me 
the exhibition which this man made. 
Under these circumstances, Mr. Lowther, 
I gave advice to the Irish Government 
that he was no longer fit to be entrusted 
with the administration of the law in 
the court at Waterford. The right 
honourable Gentleman and the Members 
who have introduced this matter before 
the House have said that politics are not 
in it. Well, it is difficult to see that any 
motive could have influenced me, except 
the imperative sense of the necessity of 
getting rid of him. Had he been of 
different politics, then this action might 
have been taken for that. Had he been 
a personal enemy of mine, it is possible 
that the accusation would have been 
made against me of gratifying my own 
feeings. But he was a friend of mine, 
an acquaintance of mine, and a man 
whom I knew, and whose family I knew 
well, and nothing but a sense of what I 
owe to the position I fill and my bounden 
duty to allow nothing to stand in the 
way of the proper administration of the 
law would have induced me to take the 
action which I did take. The honour- 
able Member has suggested a pension. 
I wish heartily that there was some 
superannuation allowance to be made. I 
think this is probably a defect in the 
law that they cannot get superannuation. 
They are appointed to these offices, and 
it is a mistake to say that they are 
obliged to surrender their private 
practice. They do sometimes, because 
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they are so employed, but sometimes for 
other reasons; but there is no means of 
making provision for them, and no 
means of giving this man a superannua- 
tion allowance, and I say with all 
sincereity I wish there were. Therefore, 
the only choice was left to me to con- 
tinue this farce in the sessions ecurt of 
Waterford, or to do what I did—that is, 
to advise that the gentleman should be 
removed. 


Mr. J. L. CLANCY (Dublin County, 
N.): I do not think anybody is entitled 
to speak to the House with greater effect 
than the right honourable Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland, and I 
am sure his closing remarks were heard 
with satisfaction. At the same time, the 
case he has made out to-night is one of 
a very remarkable kind indeed, and the 
Attorney General has apparently proved 
too much. Here is a man who has been 
dismissed, according to him, for exhibit- 
ing ignorance of the law which any ordi- 
nary law clerk could not be guilty of 
upon any ordinary occasion. Well, now, 
is it not an extraordinary thing that 
this man should have been appointed, it 
he had such a character as that, by Lord 
Ashbourne! I say that deliberately, 
because not only did Lord Ashbourne 
appoint this gentleman, but Lord Ash- 
bourne was a member of that circuit, and 
knew Mr. Delandre, and must have known 
him for several years. Except for what 
I have heard here to-night, I am a perfect 
stranger to the facts altogether, but I 
have listened attentively to the Debate ; 
and the most extraordinary thing I have 
found in this House for years is that 
Lord Ashbourne, who was at the head 
of the legal profession in Ireland and a 
member of the Cabinet of the Empire, 
who had practised on this circuit for 
years, and who had known Mr. Delandre 
for years, should have appointed for this 
position in the city of Waterford a man 
who had less knowledge than any ordi- 
nary lanwyer’s clerk. Well, Sir, the 
second extraordinary thing in the case is 
this, that this ignorance of the law on 
the part of Mr. Delandre was never found 
out for 10 years. Now, Mr. Delandre 


was appointed 10 or 12 years ago. During 
that period there had been very serious 
prosecutions taken on that circuit in the 
county. 


There were during that period 
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prosecutions for murder and for man- 
slaughter, and other felonies, and Mr. 
Delandre had charge of these prosecu- 
tions. He was considered fit enough to 
administer the Coercion Act, and he was 
fit enough to prosecute men for murder, 
manslaughter, and other felonies of all 
kinds, and he never made a mistake 
during all those years, ignorant though 
he was. But now Mr. Delandre has 
suddenly been discovered to possess such 
a lack of knowledge as to be absolutely 
unfit to hold his post. I really think 
that the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man has proved too much. But really, 
after all that has been said to-night, the 
point I am going to urge on behalf of 
this gentleman is this: that I think 
he was punished for a very trivial offence 
indeed. This offence, the Committee 
will observe, the right honourable Gentle- 
man said was committed upon a very 
important occasion. He spoke of a crisis, 
and he led the Committee to under- 
stand that if that crisis had not been 
met in a firm, determined, and courageous 
manner, and by the punishing of law- 
breakers, something dreadful would have 
happened in the south of Ireland. Now, 
in this very case I observe that this 
man was convicted and fined £1. Now, 
that was the crisis. As to this crisis. 1 
recollect another fact. Several men were 
prosecuted for disturbances, or participa- 
tion in disturbances, in Waterford. They 
were tried, I think, before the Lord 
Chief Justice, and what happened upon 
that occasion? I think they were all 
convicted, or pleaded guilty, and what 
did the Lord Chief Justice do in order 
to meet the crisis? Why, he let them 
all out upon their own recognisances. So 
little did the Lord Chief Justice think of 
the peace of the south of Ireland being 
endangered by not administering the 
law in a firm, determined, and vigorous 
fashion, that he absolutely told these 
men to go home, and did not send one of 
them to gaol for a single day. Really, I 
do think that this offence was very 
trivial, and supposing for a moment 
that the right honourable Gentleman was 
correct in saying this man was very 
ignorant and incompetent, could he not 
possibly have found some other post for 
him if he could not have found a 
pension? [Laughter.| The right honour- 
able Gentleman laughs at that sugges- 


Mr. Clancy. 
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tion, but no man knows better than 
himself that amongst the official class in 
Dublin there are men as incompetent 
and as ignorant as Mr. Delandre, and 1 
venture to say that there are men upon 
the magisterial bench in Ireland holding 
the office of resident magistrate who 
have been shown to be possessed of even 
less legal knowledge than Mr. Delandre. 
Could he not have turned Mr. Delandre 
on to the magisterial bench? I make 
that suggestion to the right honourable 
Gentleman. He was not here during the 
years that we were discussing the 
administration of the Coercion Act, or he 
would have known that on several occa- 
sions the resident magistrates were found 
either to have known nothing about the 
law, or to have entirely disregarded it ; 
and, nevertheless, they were kept on, and 
when their administration was attacked, 
and when no defence could be made for 
them in this House, the present First 
Lord of the Treasury, who was then the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, did not give 
up these men, and he never surrendered 
them for their exhibition of ignorance. 
Not at all, but he promoted them. He 
made one of them a commissioner. He 
turned them, anyhow, into something or 
other that would be better, and where, 
as far as I know, it was equally necessary 
for them to have known some law. Well, 
I say that there are plenty of posts in 
the gift of the authorities at Dublin 
Castle where ignorance is a good qualifi- 
cation, and where disregard of the 
law is not a _ disqualification, and 
where anything that would be a 
disqualification in any ordinary 
position is no disqualification. Why 
does not the right honourable Gentleman 
look about and see which of these 
incompetents is nearest to the age of 
65, so that he can get rid of him and put 
Mr. Delandre in his place? I am, of 
course, speaking entirely on the assump- 
tion that Mr. Delandre is really as 
ignorant as the right honourable Gentle- 
man has represented him to be. I really 
think, speaking as seriously as I can, that 
a man who was appointed by Lord Ash- 
bourne 12 years ago, who knew him for 
years before he was appointed, who was 
retained in office by a Unionist Govern- 
ment and by a so-called Home Rule 
Government, and was then kept on again 
by another Unionist Government, and 
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never during all that time was found out 
to be the ignoramus which the right 
honourable Gentleman, knowing as much 
law as he does, eventually found him out 
to be—I do think to dismiss him under 
such circumstances was really too pre- 
posterous. The only other remark which 
I desire to make is this: that this case 
throws a very curious light upon the 
whole administration of justice in Ireland. 
We have found complaints made in this 
House of the practice of mixing up 
judicial and administrative functions in 
Ireland, and I think everybody will agree 
that it is highly desirable indeed that a 
person who is desired to act in his 
judicial capacity should not be acting in 
an administrative capacity at the same 
time. Well, what has happened! Here, 
in this case, Mr. Burke, 


of the Attorney General for Ireland to 
have been acting almost as a spy upon 
the local Crown prosecutor. He is 
allowed to send in a private report, and 


on that private report, without this poor | 


man being given an opportunity of 
examining it, on that private report of 
the resident magistrate, this man was 
dismissed. I say that throws a fearful 
light upon the way in which things are 
managed in Dublin Castle. It may have 
been all right, perhaps, in this case, and 
I do not say whether it was or not. But, 
at all events, from this one example those 
who do not believe that these things are 
done in Dublin Castle as they ought to 
be done will be inclined to think that 
many things are done there, and have 
been done there in the past, which are 
as indefensible as they are represented to 
be in this House; and I venture to 
denounce here the practice of the magis- 
trate, which is apparently not only con- 
doned, but approved of by the Executive, 
acting as a spy upon this man, and 
sending in a private report, and the 
then acting upon that 
report in private without giving this man 
an opportunity of defending himself. 
Mr. ATKINSON: The report was 


sent out to him almost verbatim in his 
dismissal. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Yes, but it was not 
sent until he had been asked to resign. 


Government 
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magistrate, is found by the contention | 
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Mr. CLANCY: That does not affect. 
the argument I was making. It is that. 


the resident magistrate, who is supposed 
to stand as an impartial authority 
between the people accused, between the 
public and the Crown, is found acting as. 
a confidant and intimate agent for the 
Crown. What respect can be had in 
Waterford, or in any other part of Ire 
land, for Mr. Burke, or how can he be 
regarded as an impartial magistrate in 
any case in which the Crown chooses to. 
prosecute! Supposing some other crisis 
occurs in Waterford, and Mr. Burke 1s 
sent down there to adjudicate, what will 
be the opinion of any ordinary man 
under such circumstances? Will he 
regard Mr. Burke as an impartial agent, 
or aS a man who goes into the court as 
any judge ought to do, without knowing 
anything of the case, without prompting 
the prosecutor and deciding upon the 
evidence that is brought before him. 
That is the idea of the judge, but what. 
have we in Mr. Burke and the Irish 
resident magistrate as typified by him? 
He is an agent of one of the parties, 
the real confidant, the secret confidant, 
of the Crown, making a report when ne 
thinks the Crown prosecutor does not do 
his duty, and getting the case adjourned 
when he thinks there is not evid2ace 
enough. Imagine a judge in the Royat 
Courts of Justice stopping a case because 
he knew from some private information 
if the case was resumed on a future day 
other evidence might be forthcoming. 
If any judge were found guilty of that, 
a Motion would be made here, and inthe 
other House of Parliament, and espe- 
cially in England, for removing him from 
the Bench, and the Motion would be 
carried. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
honourable Member that it is the conduct 
of the Attorney General for Ireland that 
is before the Committee, and not the 
conduct of the resident magistrate. 


Mr. CLANCY: In order to show what 
the conduct of the Attorney General was- 
1 had to show what the conduct of the 
vesident magistrate was. That is the 
only way I can show it, and I say again 
that that was conduct on the part of the 
resident magistrate that ought not to 
have been tolerated by the Executive 
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They ought not to have, and no single 
man in Dublin Castle ought to have, 
listened to that private report from a 
magistrate, who was expected to act by 
the public in a judicial and impartial 
character. They ought to have gone to 
some other source for information. They 
ought to have gone in mercy to their 
own servant for 10 years and their own 
political supporter for 10 years; they 
ought to have gone to him and said, 
“We have heard rumours of such and 
such a character; what have you to say 
about them!” 
that; not at all. They acted on the 
private report of the resident magis- 
trate, which ought never to have bean 


{COMMONS} 


But they did not do} 





presented. They dismissed the man, 
knowing very well that the trial was a 
farce, and that no amount of explanation 
on his part would have been of any use, 
and, as the Attorney General had said, 
they could not give him a pension. For 
my part, I regard this matter as not 
only a very serious and painful matter as 
regards Mr. Delandre, but I regard it as 
a matter of very serious consequences 
from a public point of view. It 
intolerable that courts of justice should 
be polluted by such things as these, and 
the people of Ireland cannot have any 
confidence in the justice of the law which 
is administered in such a fashion as that. 
And though I should regret that any 
vote of censure should be passed upon 
the right honourable Gentleman which 
would lead to his resignation—(“ Oh, 
oh! ”)—well, I say that because we might 
get a great deal worse; still, in the 
interests of justice and in the interests 


is 





of public peace, and in the interests of a 
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fair and just and impartial administra- 
tion of the law, I do hope the House of 
Commons will vote to-night upon this 
question in such a fashion that they will 
teach the Government that they will 
have to act in another fashion than they 
have shown in this case. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
When I came into the House and heard 
the arguments I seemed to think that 


| Mr. Delandre had a good case; but, 
having now read Mr. Delandre’s own 


version of the correspondence, that has 
brought me to the conclusion that he 
has no case at all, and I was therefore 
prepared for the answer which the 
Attorney General, with so much accu- 
racy, has made in proving that there 
was no case at all on behalf of Mr. 
Delandre. The only thing that I regret 
is that we have no hold in this country 
over the Irish Incorporated Law Society. 
Had it been the English Incorporated 
Law Society which was concerned we 
could have moved the reduction of the 
amount which is annually voted to that 
body, and I should have done so, but as 
it is the Irish Incorporated Law Society 
we cannot do anything. But having got 
rid of Mr. Delandre, in my opinion, the 
time has now arrived for us to ascertain 
whether we cannot find some means of 
disestablishing and disendowing the Irish 
Incorporated Law Society. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 46; 
Noes 127.—(Division List No. 196.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) Haydwn, John 
Caldwell, James 


Clancy, John Joseph Hemphill, Rt. 


Clough, Walter Owen Hogan, James 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Holburn, J. G. 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) Jones, Wm. 


Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duckworth, James 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 


Macaleese, 


O’Brien, P. 


Hammond, John (Carlow ) 


Mr. Clancy. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 


(Carnary onshire) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Daniel 
McDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qn.’sCo,) | 
McCartan, Michael | 
McDermott, Patrick 
Maden, John Henry 
Morris, Samuel 
J. 
O'Connor, Arthur (Vonegal) 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 


Patrick | 


Hon. Chas. H. | 
Francis 


| TELLERS FOR THE ~-AYES— 
| Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 


(Tipperary) | Mr. Power. 
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Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’]) | 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
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NOES. 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. | 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Garfit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, R. W. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 








Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jonn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Curzon,RtHnG.N.(Lancs,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 


Heath, James 


Hoare, E. B. 


Loder, Gerald 


Murray, Col. 
Original Question again proposed— 
Motion made, and Question put— 


“That Item B (Crown Solicitors) be reduced 


by £600 in respect of the salary of the Crown | 


Solicitor for Mayo.”—( Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: I desire to direct atten- 
tion to the conduct of the Crown solici- 
tor whose salary is provided for in this 
Vote. Whatever opinion may exist as to 
the merits of ,the gentleman to whom 
reference has been made in the discussion 
which has just taken place, I think the 
revelation of the proceedings of the 
magistrate and the ideas which were in 
that magistrate’s mind is most extraordi- 
nary. I desire to direct attention to a 
very different aspect of the administra- 
tion of the criminal law in Ireland, in the 


Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 


Howell, William Tudor 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt. 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McKillop, James 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement (Molyneux) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.)} 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Warkworth, Lord 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore., N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


(Hampstead) 


Henry Currie 


Col. A.R. | 
Walter E. 








TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 


Mr. Anstruther. 
W. (Bath) } 


| proceedings of a Crown solicitor named 
| Kelly, who conducted a prosecution re- 
cently at Westport. The prosecution 
took place on the 17th of February last, 
when there were three or four young men 
| brought up, charged on a summons, so 
'far as I recollect—I do not think they 
| were arrested—with having formed part 
|of a riotous assembly; charged with 
| hooting a certain individual. It was not 
charged that they had done any injury, 
or that anything amounting to a riot had 
taken place; it was an extremely slight 
matter, as the proceedings and subse- 
quent sentences of one month’s impri- 
sonment show. When these young men 
were brought before a bench of magis- 
trates, Mr. Kelly, the Crown solicitor, 
who had been retained specially to pro- 
secute in the case, appeared to conduct 
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the prosecution. An application was 
made on behalf of the prisoners for an 
adjournment for a fortnight; Mr. Kelly 
stated, on behalf of the Crown, that he 
had no objection to there being an ad- 
journment, but, while agreeing to that 
adjournment, he made use of the follow- 
ing extraordinary and monstrous lan- 
guage—language absolutely, I believe, 
without parallel in this country—the 
Crown solicitor had agreed to the ad- 
journment, and no evidence was gone 
into, the proceedings were on a summons, 
and the Crown solicitor had no kind of 
right, nor had the bench any. right, to 
assume the guilt of the prisoners, or to 
use the language to which I wish to call 
attention— 


“Mr. Kelly, continuing, said he could not 
allow that occasion to pass without referring 
to what had taken place in that district 
recently ; he wished to say that the clemency 
which had been shown would not be con- 
tinued.” 


When you remember that no one had 
been tried and found guilty, such lan- 
guage as that on the part of the Crown 
prosecutor is perfectly monstrous. 


“Tf there was a repetition of the criminal 
conduct which had been shown the Government 
was determined to put down disorder and pro- 
tect individuals from insult and outrage, and 
for that purpose it would use all its powers of 
prosecution ; and he desired to say the utmost 
protection would be given to individuals, and, 
if necessary, all the powers of the Crown would 
be employed to protect them. He desired to 
say that if occasion arose the authorities 
would be no respecters of persons, and that any 
person who broke the law, no matter what his 

osition might be, would be treated as would 
‘be the humblest individual. He uttered those 
words of warning to let people know what was 
in store.” 


If he had been judge, jury, Chief Secre- 
tary, and Attorney General rolled into 
one, he could not have made use of more 
outrageous language; and when we re- 
member that this extraordinary harangue 
was delivered on the occasion of a sum- 
mons on which the charge against those 
standing upon their trial was simply ad- 
journed, and no evidence had been gone 
into with respect to the charge, nothing 
at all was charged against them, and the 
representative of the Crown had already 
agreed to the adjournment, then I say 
the language used was simply monstrous. 
It would be almost impossible to get any- 
one who is only acquainted with the 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 








Supply. 400 


administration of the criminal law in 
this country to believe that language of 
this sort should be allowed; and do not 
we know also that the bench takes its 
view from the Crown solicitor, and that 
they are all part of the same machinery? 
Do not we also know what the purport of 
that language is? It is to tell the bench 
that they are expected by the Govern- 
ment, upon whose good will their daily 
bread depends—because there is no 
security of tenure to the magisterial 
bench in Ireland—it was to warn them 
that the Government would expect them 
to convict the men who were to be tried 
that day fortnight, and to convict any 
other men that the Crown saw fit to 
bring before them in pursuance of 
their policy. It is for that reason, and 
because such language is taken by the 
magistrates as a direction from men 
whom they dare not and cannot disobey, 
and have no idea of disobeying. This is an 
extreme illustration, I think, of the fact 
well known to many of us who have had 
an opportunity of testing it before the 
resident magistrates in Ireland, that you 
can expect no justice, or impartiality, or 
fairness from them; and that, when the 
Crown is conducting the prosecution, and 
they are aware that it is hostile, they 
have no consideration and have no mercy. 
At the present time I am condemning 
the conduct, not of the magistrates, but 


of the Crown solicitor. I am_ en- 
titled to assume that Mr. Kelly 
would never have dared to _ have 


used such language without instructions. 
He was sent down to conduct this prose- 
cution, and for the purpose of making 
an harangue of an intimidating character, 
and to make this into a sort of State 
trial. I have to admit that in many cases 
the magistrate does his duty fairly man to 
man, where he has no reason to believe 
his paymasters are not interested in the 
case, but the moment he is led to believe, 
or thinks he has reason to believe, the 
Crown is strongly interested in the case 
he becomes a Crown agent himself and 
ceases to be a magistrate. That being 
so, and the Crown in Ireland being aware 
that these men are absolutely in their 
power, the Attorney General ought to be 
extremely cautious not to give magistrates 
any direction in criminal cases. Bearing 
that in mind, the fact that a man is sent 
down from that town to represent the 
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Crown in order to deliver such a monstrous 
oration. is a very outrageous illustration 
of the depths to which the administration 
of criminal law in Ireland has fallen. 
In this particular case the matter ac- 
quires exceptional importance from the 
fact that this language was brought to 
the attention of the Chief Secretary 
shortly after the occasion upon which it 
was used, and, instead of giving some 
explanation of the quality of the lan- 
guage that was used, he fully endorsed 
it, and conveyed to us by the manner 
which he assumed that he directed this 
language to be used, and that it was a 
proper tone to adopt. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I desire to bring the conduct 
of this matter before the Committee, and 
unless we can obtain some assurance from 
the law officer of the Crown that the 
prosecutions in the future will be con- 
ducted in a different spirit, and that 
Crown solicitors will not be allowed to 
harangue and threaten all who are before 
the court with pains and penalties, I 
shall have to move a reduction in the 
Vote on the question of his salary. 


Mr. ATKINSON said this was the 
second time that the House had heard 
of the use of the language complained 
of, and that that gentleman’s name had 
been brought before it. He might say 
at once that Mr. Kelly was one of the 
most respected solicitors in Ireland, he 
enjoyed a lucrative practice in Ros- 
common, and he was known to be a 
person of good character, and had been 
a most fair and effective Crown officer. 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
had, in order to found an accusation, 
upon this occasion as upon the last, re- 
presented this language as if it were in 
some way connected with the case which 
was pending investigation. Nothing 
could be more contrary to the fact. What 
occurred was that certain men were 
brought up for assaulting a man named 
Conolly, and were sentenced to one 
month’s imprisonment. The magistrates 
refused to increase that imprisonment, 
which was desired, in order that an 
appeal might be lodged. Then it was 
that an attempt was made to get up a 
riot. The honourable Gentleman had 
said that no riot had taken place, but 
that was probably due to the fact that a 
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great number of police were present to 
prevent it. O'Donnell was charged on 
the 29th of January with having, with 
persons unknown, to the number of 40, 
riotously assembled and intimidated a 
certain person. The charge came up for 
hearing on 3rd February, and an ad- 
journment was applied for until the 8th, 
when the case was again adjourned to 
the 17th. The way in which O’Donnell 
had employed his time during the pre- 
vious adjournments was by gathering 
together a riotous mob of 150 people 
armed with sticks, and going 
through the country at their head, 
visiting the houses of different people 
who happened to have herds and 
grazing farms, to consult the herd and 
reason with him by means of this kind 
of moral suasion and persuade him to 
give up his employment. When the 
case next came before the court, and 
when the language complained of was 
used, a further adjournment was asked 
for, and the language which was used by 
Mr. Kelly, as that gentleman explained, 
was not directed against that charge. 
He simply thought that he was right in 
giving a warning to those persons who 
thought it right to embark in such a 
course, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It is curious 
that the warning should be given after 
the case was adjourned. It is surprising 
that this fellow dared to go on. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It was on the occa- 
sion of the adjournment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The fellow 
ought to have been put out of court for 
contempt. 


Mr, ATKINSON pointed out that all 
Mr. Kelly did was to warn people that in 
future cases would not be adjourned from 
day to day, and week to week, for the 
benefit of the accused, who in the mean- 
time headed riotous mobs. He thought, 
as his right honourable Friend had said 
on a previous occasion, that the language 
used was not only right, but wise, and 
really kind and considerate. It was 
addressed as a warning. Placed as he 
was in conducting the case, he was per- 
fectly within his right, on the occasion of 
the application for the adjournment, in 
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warning the people that if they took 
action similar to that which had been 
taken by the accused individuals after 
the action upon which they were charged, 
then they would have to take the 
consequences. The honourable Member 
for East Mayo had suggested that this 
had been done for the purpose of warn- 
ing the magistrates to convict, and that 
that gentleman had been sent down for 
that purpose. That was not the fact. 
Mr, Kelly was sent down because he was 
a competent solicitor, and he had no 
special instructions, no special instruc- 
tions had been given to him as to the 
manner in which he was to conduct his 
case. 


Mr. DILLON: I 


call that speech a 
direction. 


Mr, ATKINSON : If that is an instruc- 
tion I confess I do not understand the use 
of the language. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said the right 
honourable Gentleman had favoured the 
Committee with a speech upon the work- 
ing of the criminal law in Ireland. Mr. 
Kelly, a persona grata at Dublin Castle, 
was sent down to conduct the prosecution 
of these men. There was no case before 
the magistrates at all. It was intimated 
that an adjournment of the case would 
be applied for, and the man Kelly con- 
sented to the adjournment. The man 
Kelly had no more right to brawl at the 
court than any person had to brawl at 
other courts, but he was brawling there 
at the instigation of the executive 
Government. If the magistrates had 
been independent magistrates, they would 
not have allowed him to go on—they 
would have committed him for contempt. 
This man, who had his brief from the 
Castle in his pocket, was giving this 
moral lesson with his eye on the Castle 
and the Treasury Bench ; and that he was 
not out of his sphere or mistaken in his 
point in the wording of his own speech 
was beautifully manifested when they had 
the Chief Secretary coming up, and, in 
such phrases as he could command, en- 
dorsing his words. There was no case 
before the court, and the man Kelly’s 
observation was that they would not 
grant an adjournment again if the people 
did not behave themselves. Was he the 
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magistrate, or what was he?. He had 
mistaken his vocation clearly as the 
agent, but as a responsible agent of the 
Crown the man Kelly knew his right and 
knew that if he did not come up to the 
mark probably the magistrates on 
the bench would have acted the part of 
spies, and have reported his failure to 
Dublin Castle. That was the reason 
why the people so loved the law in Ire- 
land. It was because justice was only 
machinery for one party in the hands of 
the Government to set party against 
party. Not only was the man Kelly on 
his trial, but the Chief Secretary was also 
on his trial, because, although Kelly’s 
brawling in court was bad enough, the 
part taken by the Chief Secretary in 
endorsing it in the manner in which he 
had done. was intolerably worse. He 
(Mr. MacNeill) believed that it would not 
be difficult for anyone to become a magis- 
trate who desired to do so; if he had 
been on the bench, and Mr. Kelly had 
commenced that performances, he would 
very quickly have found himself in gaol 
for seven days for contempt. He would 
watch with very considerable interest Mr. 
Kelly’s future proceeding; that gentle- 
man upon that occasion was speaking 
not for the good of the country but for 
his own promotion. Whether he had 
received instructions or not, he perfectly 
well knew that observations of that 
kind would be approved by his employers. 
In all cases of that kind. the point one 
had to consider was the nature of the 
tribunal before which the observations 
were made. One had to look to the con- 
nection of the parties, and to look at the 
directions that were given to the man 
upon the subject. He noticed that there 
was a sum of £20,000 put down in the 
Votes for the purpose of Crown prose- 
cutors and Crown counsel. In the case 
of a Crown counsel it was not the same 
as in the case of a Crown solicitor. The 
Attorney General had the appointing of 
the gentlemen to the position of Crown 
counsel, and when a gentleman had been 
appointed Crown counsel in Ireland it 
had been the practice to maintain 
him indefinitely ; that was a very bad 
practice, because it bred up a class of 
people whose whole duty is to act as 
prosecutors for the Crown against the 
people at large. He believed in the prin- 
ciple adopted in England, where, as the 
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Attorney General was well aware, the 
Crown cases were distributed amongst 
the barristers in each particular circuit, 
and which gave rise to the remark by a 
man who was acquitted, “God bless the 
Crown, who leaves us all the good counsel 
and take the bad for themselves.” The 
result of the Irish system was well known. 
He would not mention any names, 
because it might give pain to people still 
living, but the Attorney General would 
no doubt remember perfectly well, after 
he had taken the silk, when he (Mr. 
MacNeill) was a young man at the bar, 
that there was an old gentleman, who had 
a large practice as Crown counsel, who, 
although he had long outlived his facul- 
ties, used to attend the court with a 
dummy brief in his hand, and two other 
counsel who did the work. That had 
been so for six years in his recollection, 
while in the recollection of the Attorney 
General it must have been so for at 
least 25 years; yet nobody thought it 
worth while to alter it. It would be 
very much better to let the Crown briefs 
circulate through the circuit as they did 
in England, and not to breed up a single 
class of people who become by their 
training the natural enemies of the 
people. It would make the members of the 
Bar less dependent upon the Govern- 
ment of the day if they got their cases 
in the same way as they did in England. 
There would not be that army of harpies 
and spies in the guise of Crown prosecu- 
tors, and counsel would not be so de- 
moralised and debased as they were. He 
did not know whether the Attorney 
General was aware that out of every 
three men at the Bar two had some small 
place in the Government given them, 
and were silenced and made to be respect- 
ful to the Government in the hope of 
getting something else. If this practice 
were discontinued, and there were 
a circulation of Crown briefs amongst 
the Bar, it would be of incalculable bene- 
fit to the Bar and the public at large, 
because it would be remembered that in 
Ireland the Crown was in every case 
the prosecutor, and certainly such a 
thing as a private prosecution did not 
occur more than once ayear. In Ireland 
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all prosecutions were Crown prosecutions, 
or what was known in England as Trea- 
sury prosecutions. There was one other 
matter which he would like to bring 
before the attention of the Committee of 
a different nature; it would only detain 
them five minutes. The Attorney 
General would no doubt recollect the 
case which occurred in Dublin in which 
a Miss Brown was brought up on a 
charge of wilful murder of her servant. 
She was committed or remanded by the 
magistrates for 15 or 16 days, and then 
she received a private intimation that no 
further proceedings would be taken 
against her. That case abundantly illus- 
trated the fact that in Ureland there 
was one law for the rich and another for 
the poor. Miss Brown, he believed, was 
a Protestant. She belonged to that domi- 
nant faith and dominant politics of Ire- 
land, but had the misfortune to be poor. 
She led a life of genteel poverty, as people 
often doin the suburbs, letting lodgings. 
A servant whom Miss Brown had recently 
engaged, who had only been in the house 
one night, after some quarrel which she 
had had with her mistress, who had dis- 
missed her for being lazy and doing no 
work, took prussic acid, which was in a 
cupboard in the house. Miss Brown, 
considering the girl’s screams and shrieks 
were only the result of ill-temper, for some 
time took no notice. She eventually 
sent for a doctor, who refused to visit 
until his fee had been paid, and Miss 
Brown still thought nothing was the 
matter until the next day, when she found 
the girl was dead. There was some prus- 
sic acid in a cupboard in the kitchen 
where the girl had been, and Miss Brown 
was arrested on a charge of wilful murder, 
She had no solicitor and no counsel ; she 
could not afford legal advice, and the 
solicitor who appeared for her was pro- 
vided by public subscription. What 
occurred was that in the criminal pro- 
ceedings before the magistrate Miss 
Brown was remanded without bail to 
prison for some 10 or 12 daysinall. Then 
her solicitor appeared, and applied to the 
magistrate to hear her evidence. In Eng- 
land there is a Commission which says 
that magistrates must hear if the prisoner 
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desires evidence tendered on his behalf! tunity for their witnesses to appear, and 


24 hours after his arrest, but in Ireland 
there is not, and the magistrate in that 
case held that he was incompetent to hear 
her evidence, as he only had to make a 
prima facie case ior the Crown, who would 
produce the witnesses. The lady was 
kept in prison for some time longer, and 
at length she was told that no further 
proceedings would be taken against her 
on the charge of wilful murder. In his 
opinion, a very great outrage had been 
committed in respect of this lady, who had 
been deprived of her liberty, and of her 
whole means of earning her livelihood, 
and who had received no compensation 
whatever. She had had no opportunity, 
which she would have had if she had been 
brought before a jury, of vindicating her 
character. All that had been done was 
that, having brought a capital charge 
against her, the authorities had let the 
proceedings drop, and left the charge 
hanging over her head. He thought that, 
under all the circumstances, she was 
entitled to be compensated. The case 
was one in which great interest was felt 
in Dublin ; the unfortunate lady was suf- 
fering under the awful imputation of 
murder, and he thought that the Govern- 
ment might act in a generous spirit, and 
restore her to her former position. 


On the return of the Cuarrman, after 
the usual interval, 


*Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) said: Mr. 
Lowther, I have heard the speech of 
the Attorney General, and, as far as I 
could follow it, it was to the effect that 
in making the speech at Westport, of 
which we complain, Mr. Kelly was ani- 
mated by a spirit of pure benevolence. I 
would ask whether there is any prece- 
dent for a law officer making such a 
speech, when no charge had been proved 
against the accused? Is it not 
the theory of the Constitution and 
the law that no man_ should’ be 


assumed guilty until he is proved to be 

so? Proof was not given at all upon this 

occasion, and those accused persons in a 

remote part of Ireland pleaded for an 

adjournment in order to get an oppor- 
Mr. MacNeill. 





to engage counsel. It was upon the oc- 
casion of the adjournment being granted 
that this violent harangue, threatening 
pains and penalties against the defen- 
dants and the locality was delivered by 
the Crown prosecutor. Had their legal 
adviser been present when this speech 
was made, he would have intervened to 
secure due and proper administration of 
justice. To say the least of it, that 
speech was a most suggestive one, and 
seemed to be an attempt to prejudice the 
b nch against persons charged with only 
t ivial offences. I would ask the Attor- 
ney-General whether it is not the 
aity of the Crown prosecutor in 
Ireland, or anyone prosecuting on behalf 
of the Crown, to do what he can, not to 
force a conviction, but to try to get a 
just finding! Why, no _ prosecuting 
counsel in England would ever think of 
trying to make his case except on evi- 
dence. Well, in the case to which I am 
referring the defendants were charged 
with going around the country try- 
ing to intimidate. At the next sit- 
ting of the court the evidence showed 
that there was no case for punishment, 
and the defendants were merely 
ordered to be bound over to keep 
the peace. One of them indignantly 
denied that he was guilty of any offence 
against the law. The position which he 
took up was that he did not break the 
law; that he had not been in conflict 
with the law; and that he would not 
enter into recognisances to keep the 
peace. Well, what was the result! 
He was ordered to enter into bonds of £5 
to keep the peace, which he refused to do, 
and the alternative of three months in 
gaol was by the bench. 
Now, I do not know whether the 
Attorney General would think three 
months in gaol a just equivalent to 
giving bail for £5 to keep the peace, but 


imposed 


it seems to me to have been a very extra- 
ordinary sentence. I do not understand 
how the Attorney-General can seriously 
maintain that these proceedings were 
justifiable. The object of Mr. Kelly’s 
coercive and unconstitutional speech was 
to intimidate and suppress the United 
League, 


which has been proved to 
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be a perfectly legal association, and, 
in fact, instead of its being  sup- 
pressed, it is now a most flour- 
ishing and permanent institution in this 
very locality. All things considered, I 
cannot, for the life of me, see that it can 
tend to the better government of Ire- 
land, or the preservation of peace and 
order in the rural districts of Ireland, 
that these political speeches on the part 
of the authorities should be defended and 
justified in this House. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I wish 
to direct the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman or the Attorney 
General to the item I find here of £1,000 
for fees to the Attorney General and 
Solicitor General for contentious busi- 
ness. I want to know whether they pay 
this money for the purpose of preventing 
disturbances, and what is the nature of 
the contentious business for which this 
sum of £1,000 is paid. So far as I can 
understand, it is a mistake to pay any 
money to the law officers of the Crown 
for the purpose of carrying on contentious 
business ; but, in my profound ignorance 
of the requirements of the law in this 
respect, I want an explanation of this 
Vote, and to know for what purpose it is 
paid, and on what occasions. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I also wish 
for some information from the right 
honourable Gentleman as to a large item 
in this Vote. There is a sum here of 
£2,500 for miscellaneous charges, and I 
think that should have been explained, 
and not left until we inquire in this 
House of the right honourable Gentle- 
man what this large sum is for. I 
also observe that there is a charge here 
for Crown solicitors for special duty, al- 
though, to my mind, it would seem that 
the Crown solicitors have salary enough 
to enable them to do all their duty with- 
out getting £800 for special duties. I 
also notice that there is a further charge 
of £300. Now, Mr. Lowther, I am cer- 
tain that these items require some expla- 
nation from the right honourable 
Gentleman of all the reasons for these 
large sums, and I hope he will be able 
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to make a satisfactory statement. With 
regard to the special question before the 
Committee now in reference to Mr. Kelly, 
I am sure the right honourable Gentle- 
man regrets the action of the Crown 
solicitor as much as any Member of this 
House. It is certainly deplorable to see 
that an official goes into a court-house 
and makes a most inflammatory speech, 
intended to excite the people of the dis- 
trict. And it must be taken into account 
that the people in the west of Ireland, 
while they are well-conducted and law- 
abiding people, at the same time, in the 


‘smaller districts, as is to be expected, 
‘they are not very highly educated; and 


it is hard to tell what the incendiary 
language which the Crown solicitor used 
might have led to if the people were not 
loyal and law-abiding. I say that if this 
Crown solicitor had been practising 
before any other court than a court of 
landlords, he would have been imme- 
diately made to sit down and retract the 
language he had used to slander these 
pepole of the west of Ireland. I hope 
that the right honourable Gentleman will 
not forget to take into account the fact 
that an agent sat with his landlord on 
the bench, and adjudicated upon this 
case. I think that if the right honour- 
able Gentleman is not prepared to take 
some action in this matter he will be very 
seriously neglecting his duty. To my 
mind, it is quite illegal and quite wrong 
for any land agent to act at the same 
time with the landlord in trying a case 
of this kind—in which an unfortunate 
peasant is concerned. Unless the honour- 
able Member who has raised this question 
gets a very satisfactory answer from the 
right honourable Gentleman, I hope he 
will go to a Division. I think the right 
honourable Gentleman, after this time, 
ought to give a caution to Crown solici- 
tors to curb their tongues in the future, 
and remember that the people who con- 
tribute to the salaries of these gentlemen 
have a right to be respected, and not 
hectored when they are looking after 
their own business. I hope that the right 
honourable Gentleman will, at least, give 
a caution to this Mr. Malachi Kelly. It 
has often been in the past that when an 
official insulted the people of the country 
he obtained immediate promotion, but I 
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trust that Mr. Kelly will not be promoted 
so soon as he expected to be on account 
of his action before the magistrates of 
county Mayo. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): It has been 
truly said that there are no people who 
love impartial justice more than the 
Irish, and that is the reason why cases 
of this kind excite so much indignation 
in Ireland, and are brought forward by 
Members on these benches. I am greatly 
persuaded that it is no part of the pro- 
fessional duty of the right honourable 
Gentleman to defend an official who acts 
like Mr. Kelly, for there is no man more 
likely to condemn conduct of that kind 
than the right honourable Gentleman, 
and certainly the unjustifiable language 
used by Mr. Kelly deserves that some 
notice of it should be taken by the law 
officers of the Crown. These proceed- 
ings, which were reported in the drish 
newspapers, were followed with consider- 
able interest by the people; and what 
was their effect? Charges were made 
against certain men in connection with a 
public movement. There is no more 
dangerous lesson to convey to the Irish 
people than that they are not to organise 
and hold meetings in public, and have 
the right of free speech in public meet- 
ing. If you want to teach them that 
lesson you will try to drive the expression 
of discontent below the surface. Every- 
body knows that thousands of people in 
Ireland were on the verge of starvation 
au the time this movement was organised. 
‘Lue object was to relieve the people in 
the congested chronic 
poverty, and give them some chance of 
working out their lives in decency and 
comfort. That was the object of the 
league, and speeches in support of it were 
made in public and reported in the news- 
papers. The action of the Crown ought 
to have been, if there was anything 
wrong in these speeche’ anything con- 
trary to law, to indict ur. W. O’Brien, or 
to indict some of the other speakers ; 
but, on the contrary, attempts were made 
to bring about a surreptitious conviction. 
As if the tribunal before which a prisoner 


has to be tried for certain offences mn 


districts from 


Ireland is not already sufficiently hostile 
Mr. Daly. 
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to the accused, the Crown prosecutor 
must give the weight of his opinion and 
authority against them, too. What is 
the reply of the right honourable Gentle- 
man! That the language of Mr. Kelly 
had no reference to the offence. I do 
not wish to be disrespecful, but, surely, 
that is contrary to the facts. Does not 
everybody know that the language had 
| direct reference to the offence with which 
the accused were charged! It is juggling 
| with common sense to say that the action 
| of the Crown prosecutor was to serve as 
a warning to the general public. I con- 
|tend that it was no part of the duty 
lof the Crown prosecutor to indulge in 
| language of that description in a criminal 
It is intolerable enough to have 








| court. 
judges going through the country lectur- 
ing the community in this manner with- 
out having a Crown solicitor, panting for 
promotion, doing the same kind of thing. 
It is no part of his duty, at any rate, 
tand, even if it were, he shouid not have 
done so while this case was undecided 
and the men were, in the eyes of the law, 
absolutely innocent. Is it conceivable 
that a Crown prosecutor would, under 
similar circumstances, indulge in 
language of that kind either in England 
or Scotland? We have had scenes of dis- 
order in many parts of England from 
time to time in connection with strikes, 
and in connection with trade union move- 
ments. Do you think the public would 
tolerate for one moment, in any dispute 


which may have arisen in the course of 
the colliery strike in South Wales, the 
use of similar inflammatory language on 
the part of a Crown prosecutor! No, Sir. 
You would have had the adjournment of 
the House moved, and a very severe lecture 
given to any Crown official who acted in 
this manner. One of the evils of Irish 
administration is that, right or wrong, 
the officials are always upheld. It is not 
to be wondered at that 
circumstances there 


under these 
is not that con- 


fidence: in the administration of the 
law which is felt very largely 
in a large part of Great Britain. 


Now, Sir, there is one other matter con- 
nected with the Vote that I should lik 
to bring before the Committee—namely, 
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the question of jury packing in Ireland. 
Some time ago I mentioned a case of 
jury packing in connection with Munster 
Assizes, but I was unable to obtain very 
much information. I am in possession 
of quite a long list of cases in which 
a large number of respectable men in the 
city of Cork have been ordered to stand 
by, even in non-agrarian cases, conse- 
quently creating a suspicion in the public 
mind that there is a lack of fair play. 
These jurors, in their busiest times, are 
made to attend the court day after day 
under a severe penalty, sometimes 
amounting to £10; they attend the 
court without receiving a penny of 
remuneration, and they turn their backs 
on their business only to very frequently 
find that they have to stand by. Mr. 
Lowther, let me say, en passant, that I 
do not care whether the order under 
which this system is conducted was made 
by a Liberal or a Conservative Govern- 
ment, we condemn it as altogether wrong. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: If I am 
not out of order, I may point out that 
my recollection is—and I was in office 
at the time—that it was in 1894 that 
It was made to 
which was in 
existence, and, if possible, to palliate the 
offence of packing juries. 


the order was made. 
mitigate the order 


Mr. FLYNN: Iam very glad to elicit 
that information. Apart altogether from 
the question as to whether it was a 
Liberal or Conservative Administration 
that introduced the system, I say that it 
is one which ought to be abolished. I 
have several cases in my mind where 
jurors have been ordered to stand by, 
but I do not desire to press them this 
evening. I do, however, say that it is 
most unfair to the jurors. I am some- 
times sorry that one of the few privi- 
leges of a Member of Parliament is that 
of not being obliged to serve on a jury, 
because, if I had not been a Member of 
this House, I should be qualified to serve 
on a jury, and I could then object before 
the Crown prosecutor and the judge to 
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the existing practice. It was bad enough 
20 or 30 years ago, but the system to-day 
is an anachronism as well as a scandal. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I was very much 
interested in the Attorney General’s 
defence of Mr. Kelly. The intemperate 
and unprovoked harangue of this Crown 
official might be to some extent justified 
if he had been speaking in a county or in 
a district where crime was prevalent, or 
where there was some disturbance going 
on. Butisit notafact that shortly after 
this performance two of Her Majesty’s 
judges visited the county of Mayo and 
congratulated not only the grand jury, 
but the whole county upon the peaceful 
condition of that part of Ireland? And 
this statement was made by these two 
judges in face of the fact that the United 
Trish League, from the date of Mr. Kelly’s 
performance, had spread over the whole 
county and increased its organisation and 
membership almost everywhere. Now, I 
contend, Sir, that this conduct on the 
part of this gentleman was most 
unwarranted. He ventured not only to 
prejudice the case against men who were 
not virtually on their trial at the time 
but to utter threats against other men 
who were not only not before the court, 
but who had not been charged by any- 
body with a breach of the peace. He 
uttered his threats against Mr. O’Briea, 
and against some clergymen who had 
taken part in this movement, which, I 
contend, has a perfectly legitimate object 
in view. Well, I do not think he has 
succeeded in either frightening or intimi- 
dating Mr. William O’Brien. He is not 
a man easily frightened by men of the 
stamp of Mr. Kelly. But I would appeal 
to the right honourable Gentleman, in 
the interest of the administration of law 
and justice in Ireland, to see that con- 
duct, which would not be permitted in 
England by public opinion, is not prac- 
tised in future in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON: I rise for the purpose 
of moving the reduction of the Vote by 
£600, the amount of the salary of Mr. 
Malachi Kelly. I have listened with very 
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great interest to the Attorney General’s 
attempt to defend the attack on this 
gentleman, and, Sir, I confess that my 
original astonishment —_ considerably 
increased in the course of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s speech, What 
did the Attorney General say? He said 
that the language of Mr. Malachi Kelly 
had no reference whatever to the offences 
with which these young men _ were 
charged. He said ‘it had reference to 
certain riotous proceedings which had 
occurred immediately before. What right 
had that man to assume, in the first 
place, that these proceedings were either 
illegal or otherwise? I deny that they 
were either one or the other. There was 
evidence before the court as to the nature 
of those proceedings. According to the 
Attorney General, they had no bearing 
on the case, and so a more unfair attempt 
to prejudice a trial than for a Crown 
official to deliver from the petty sessions 
court a political harangue I have never 
known. The speech was nothing more 
nor less than a political harangue in 
defence of the Government, and I say, 


Sir, it is unjustifiable that it should have | 


been delivered inside a court. What is 
the history of this case? This alleged 
offence—which, I say, was no offence at 
all, and I have strong grounds for that 
opinion—was committed about a fort- 
night or three weeks before the meeting 
at Westport, addressed by myself and 
Mr. William O’Brien. It was committed 
early in January, and for three weeks 
after the alleged riot no action whatever 
was taken by the Government. For the 
purpose of manufacturing a case, to 
justify the Chief Secretary in prancing 
about the floor of this House and insult- 
ing Members, this bogus charge was 
trumpeg up, not on the merits of the 
case; but because a meeting had been 
held at Westport. Now, I believe that 
if we had had no meeting at Westport 
on the 27th of January, you would never 
have heard of this prosecution, but ir 
order to make out that this meeting had 
given rise to outrage and disorder, the 
police were directed in the usual style 
to find out some crime to prosecute as 
Mr. Dillon. 
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a consequence of the meeting. And what 


followed! When the matter was subse. 
quently brought before the House, what 
does the Chief Secretary say? He says 
that Mr. Kelly’s remarks were directed 
against Mr. O’Brien and myself. You 
have heard of Dean Swift’s description 
of Ireland of 60 years ago as a country 
in which everything was turned upside 
down, but I think that even Dean Swift 
could not have equalled this contention 
of the right honourable Gentleman. The 
police were ordered to summon these 
unfortunate young fellows, not because 
they had committed a crime, but because 
we had held a meeting at Westport on 
the 27th of January, and it was neces- 
sary to show what frightful effects came 
from our meeting; and in order to 
demonstrate the turbulent condition of 
things that resulted, this intelligent and 
able solicitor was requisitiored, and in 
his mouth was placed a speech which 
would have been more in order if it had 
been delivered at Belfast after 103 police- 
men had been sent into hospital. 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): The 
Orangemen had nothing to do with it. 


Mr. DILLON: Not in Westport ; but 
I would ask the Attorney General why 
these harangues were not delivered by 
the Crown prosecutor in Belfast, where 
there was real riot and disorder and 
danger to public life and peace, and 
where 103 policemen were wounded in 
a single night? Westport is a district 
which has been in a state of absolute 
peace for a long time, yet, in connection 
with a case of a most trifling character, a 
salaried officer receiving £500 a year is 
directed to deliver a political harangue 
in a court of justice. Sir, I say that the 
whole proceeding is disgraceful to the 
Crown, and disgraceful to everybody who 
took part in it, and it would not be 
tolerated in this country for a single 
moment. An honourable Member has 
asked what would be thought if a similar 
state of things occurred in South Wales. 
Suppose in South Wales a certain body 
of colliers had been summoned on the 
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terrible charge of having booed at a 
certain individual, and that the Attorney 
General for England had sent to South 
Wales an official with instruction to 
deliver in the court an oration on the 
iniquities of strikes, and on the determi- 
nation of the Executive Government to 
show no mercy to anybody who was 
zuilty of those wicked practices in the 
future. I should like to know what 
would be the result? Such language 
would not be tolerated for a single 
moment. The Attorney General used an 
extraordinary expression, which I took 
down at the time he was speaking. He 
said that the Crown prosecutor’s speech 
was intended for the purpose of warning 
those who might be disorderly. I respect- 
fully submit to the Committee that that 
is not the province nor the privilege of 
Crown prosecutors, They are not paid for 
the purnose of insulting and of bullying 
Her Majesty’s subjects who are accused 
ef no crime. They are paid for the pur- 
pose of administering the law, and not 
for the purpose of turning courts ci 
justice into political platforms. We may 
be opposed to the Government, but until 
the Government are prepared to indict 
us, or to summon us, and to »vring 
forward evidence against us, we ought 
not to be subjected to the insolence of 
hired officials. 


Mr. ATKINSON: As I have already 
explained, the man O’Donnell abused 
the privilege of the adjournment 
of his case by conducting a riotous mob 
through the county armed with sticks. 
When the case came up again, and appli- 
cation was made for a further adjourn- 
ment, Mr. Kelly merely cautioned the 
people against taking part in these 
riotous proceedings. 


*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): The honour- 
able and learned Member forgets that 
when the Westport riots were last dis- 
cussed in the House the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland said that the warning uttered by 
Mr. Kelly was addressed to Mr. William 
‘O’Brien, and possibly to the Member for 
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East Mayo. The right 


Gentleman’s words were— 


honourable 


“I suspect it had reference to Mr. William 
O’Brien, and possibly to the honourable Mem- 
ber himself.” 


Which of the explanations is the true 
one—the Attorney General’s or the Chief 
Secretary’s ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In_ the 
speech which he made when the West- 
port riots were discussed in this House 
the honourable Member for East Mayo 
ventured upon the proposition that Mr. 
Kelly’s warning was meant for the 
priests, and in answer to that I inter- 
jected that I suspected “it had reference 
to Mr. William O’Brien, and possibly to 
the honourable Member himself.” 


Mr. DILLON: Does the Attorney 
General suggest that Mr. Kelly was afraid 
that I was going to visit the people’s 
houses at the head of a mob armed with 
sticks? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think that 
any person has ever filled this office for 
us with more intelligence 





*Tuz CHAIRMAN: No matter can be 
discussed except the question of the re- 
duction of the Vote. 


Mr. DILLON: Was this warning 
addressed to me to prevent me going 
round with a stick—that is the sugges- 


tion that has been made—to prevent me 
being seduced into going round with a 
stick intimidating these people? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I understand that 
in the course of the speech of my right 
honourable Friend the Chief Secretary, 
when these riots were last discussed in 
the House, somebody interjected that Mr. 
Kelly’s remarks had reference to the 
priests ; and the Chief Secretary replied 
that he suspected they had reference to 
Mr. William O’Brien, and possibly to the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. I 
do not know to whom Mr. Kelly desired 
to refer; he named no individual. I 
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wish, however, to repeat that Mr. Kelly |s;eech, which, accordirg to the ruht 
had no instructions to make the state- konourable and learned Gentleman the 
ment complained of ; but it seems to me | Attorney General for Ireland, was sinply 
that, under the circumstances, his state-| a piece of legal oratory directed to a par- 
ment was entirely right and thoroughly | ticular case, was meant for Mr. William 


justified. | O’Brien and the honourable Member for 
|East Mayo. The right honourable 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool,| Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 


Scotland): The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Attorney General has defended 
the language of Mr. Kelly on the ground 
that it was directed, purely and simply, 
to the case of O’Donnell, but the charge 
of the honourable Member for East Mayo 
is that Mr. Kelly made a general poli- 
tical harangue. The defence of the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland is that Mr. 
Kelly did not make a general political 
harangue, but that he made a statement 
directed exclusively and entirely to the 
case of O’Donnell, who was then before 
the court, and the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman went on to justify 
those references to O’Donnell on _ the 
ground that the man had abused the 
clemency of the Crown by going round, at 
the head of a riotous mob, visiting 
people, and endeavouring to intimidate 
them. Therefore the whole defence of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Attorney General is based on the state- 
ment that the language of the Crown 
solicitor was directed simply to the parti- 
cular case and the particular individual 
then before the court ; but the Attorney 
General for Ireland was forgetful of the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland on 
the occasion when the Westport riots 
were discussed. I remember that speech. 
I had the honour of taking a small part 
in the discussion, and I remember wery 
well that the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, in defence 
of the speech of Mr. Kelly, said across the 
floor of this House—in language and 
with a manner whirh I thought unduly 
provocative, and almost beyond the 


limits of the courtesy which should exist 

ketween even poiitical opponents—the 

right honourable Gentleman threw across 

the floor of this House the taunt that this 
Mr. Atkinson. 


‘land has himself just stated that some 
| body said, across the floor of this House, 
|that Mr. Kelly’s speech was directed 
jagainst the priests, and that he (the 
| Chief Secretary) corrected that state 
ment, and said the speech was not 
directed against the priests, but against 
Mr. William O’Brien, and possibly the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. 
What relevance has that to the defence 
of the right honourable and_ learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General? 
Whether the speech was directed against 
the priests, as alleged from these benches, 
or whether it was directed against Mr. 
William O’Brien and the honourable 
Member for East Mayo, it comes to the 
same thing. It was a political speech, 
according to the Chief Secretary ; it was 
a legal speech, according to the Attorney 
General. Which is the correct version! 
Was it a legal speech or a_ political 
speech? If that poor, unfortunate 
gentleman, who did not know the dif- 
ference between the 61st and 64th sec- 
tions of the Petty Sessions Act, had hap- 
pened to have as charitable a master as 
the House of Commons he would have 
escaped, as the Attorney General has 
escaped now, although his statement is 
absolutely diametrically opposed to the 
statement of the Chief Secretary. I take 
my stand with the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. As Mr. 
Disraeli said, “I like to be on the side 
of the angels.” I am told the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland is a member of a highly- 
refined, scholastic, and spiritualised body 
called “The Apostles.” I do not know 
whether they are called “apostles,” or 
“souls,” or whether there are societies 
with such titles, but I am on the side of 
the Chief Secretary, and the right 
honourable Gentleman gives a political 
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meaning to this speech. That is just the 
gist of our complaint. What right has 
the Crown solicitor to make a political 
harangue! If in England a gentleman 
occupying the respectable and lucrative 
position of Crown solicitor went into a 
court of law, and @ propos of nothing, 
delivered a political harangue, what 
would the people say! They would say 
he ought to be dismissed from the public 
service, and, like the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite, ought to become a theo- 
logical Member of the House of Com- 
Sir, this Mr. Kelly goes into a 
court of law,and, @ propos of the ques- 
tion of adjournment, says that the cle- 
mency of the Crown is almost exhausted ; 
that, if the people go a little further, that 
clemency will be no longer extended tc 
them, and he, as ambassador of the 
mercy or of the severity of the Crown, de- 
clared to the people of Mayo that his 
loyal patience was almost exhausted. It 
is almost like the figurative language of 
the Old Testament. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Hear, hear! 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: What is the 
meaning of it all! The meaning is that 
the government of Ireland is conducted 
on Chinese principles. In the earlier por- 
tion of the evening the right honourable 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land got up, and, in defence of his own 
action, made a revelation of Irish legal 
and political methods, which, I think, 
was most startling, declaring that a 
judge on the bench reported to Dublin 
Castle that the Crown prosecutor of 
Waterford was not zealous. The Attor- 
ney General says he is a friend of the late 
Crown prosecutor for Waterford. In that 
case it was an unkind thing of the Attor- 
ney General not to utter a friendly word 
of warning in Mr, Delandre’s ear. Why 
did not the Attorney General tell his 
friend that he ought to look to Mayo, 
and he ought to read the speeches Mr. 
Kelly had made, when, in place of attend- 
ing to his legal duties, he uttered poli- 
tical harangues? Then, instead of being 
dismissed, and in his old age reduced, 
with his wife and children, to poverty, 
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his actions would have been pronounced 
legitimate, and his professional abilities 
and political zeal on behalf of the 
Government would have been eulogised, 
Mr. Kelly’s speech, the Chief Secretary 
says, was a warning to an honour 
able Member of this House, the 


leader of a party in this House, 
and to Mr. William O’Brien. Waat 
strange functions these legal digni- 


taries have to perform! A judge on the 
bench reports the Crown prosecutor at 
Waterford because he is not sufficiently 
zealous, not in the cause of justice, but 
in the cause of Dublin Castle! The re- 
presentative of impartial English law is 
employed to report an underling of the 
Government because he is not sufficiently 
eager in procuring a conviction in a case 
as to which the judge on the bench is 
supposed to hold an impartial position. 
Go to Mayo, and there you will find the 
great exemplar of the Chief Secretary 
and the Attorney General. Let a Crown 
solicitor prejudge a case, try to create 
prejudice in a case, try to convict a man, 
not because of his offence, but because of 
a general }olitical and social movement 
around him, and the Attorney Generai, 
who has exhausted his vituperation 
against one whom he considered a luke- 
warm servant of the Government, will 
exhaust his eulogiums and his encomiums 
upon him. I think this Debate will have 
the best results. I have heard many 
charges made against the government of 
Ireland from Dublin Castle ; I have made 
many charges against the Government 
myself; but I have the satisfaction of 
knowing that the worst things I have 
ever said have never equalled in effective- 
ness the statement made this evening by 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Geratc Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): It is somewhat difficult to take 
seriously the speeches that have just 
been made from the other side of the 
House. At the same time honourable 
Members have said several things which 
I feel I cannot pass over. I shall not 
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dwell upon the misrepresentations con- 
tained in the latter part of the speech of 
the honourable Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool, the part in which 
the honourable Member repeated the 
statement that my right honourable and 
learned Friend the Attorney General for 
Ireland had advised the Executive to 
dismiss the Crown solicitor for Water- 
ford on the ground that he was not suffi- 
ciently zealous in carrying out prosecu- 
tions. If the honourable Member had 
been present when the Attorney General 
made a crushing defence in reply to the 
attack made upon him, he would have 
known that the Crown solicitor of Water- 
ford was dismissed, not for what the 
honourable Member says, but for sheer 
incapacity and want of knowledge of his 
profession. I shall not dwell upon that. 
What I rose to speak upon was the re- 
ferences to myself made by the honour- 
able Member for Liverpool [Mr. T. P. 
O'Connor]. The honourable Member re- 
ferred to Mr. Kelly’s speech at Westport, 
and told the Committee that, whereas 
the Attorney General described that 
speech as a legal speech, I had described 
it as a political speech, I never did any- 
thing of the kind. I never thought of 
describing it as a political speech, and, 
with the permission of the Committee, I 
shall read what the Crown solicitor did 
say, in order that they may judge for 
themselves of the character of the speech. 
I may explain that application had been 
made on behalf of the accused that the 
case should be adjourned for the second 
or third time. The Crown solicitor con- 
sented to the adjournment, but, at the 
same time, made these remarks. He 
said— 


“He could not allow that occasion to pass 
without referring to what had taken place in 
this district recently. He wished to say that 
the clemency that had been shown would not 
be continued if there was a repetition of 
criminal conduct. The Government was deter- 
mined to put down disorder and to enforce the 
law in the interests of the public peace and to 
protect individuals from insult and outrage, and 
for that purpose it would use all the powers of 
protection; and he desired also to say that 
the utmost protection would be afforded to 
individuals assailed, and, if necessary, the 
forces of the Crown would be employed to pro- 
tect them should occasion arise, and should 
occasion for strong measures arise he desired 
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to say the authorities would be no respecters of 
persons, and that every person who broke the 
law, no matter what his position, would he 
treated as would be the humblest individual. 
He uttered these words of warning to let people 
know what was in store for them. Lawless- 
ness would not be tolerated by the authorities, 
It had gone on long enough, and if there was 
any repetition of it the Crown would deal with 
it in a manner that would surprise all the 
parties concerned.” 


The honourable Member for East Mayo, 
referring, not to the speech as a whole, 
but to one single passage in it, that in 
which Mr. Kelly said— 


“the authorities would be no respecters of, 
persons, and every person who broke the law, 
no matter what his position, would be treated 
like the humblest individual,” 


remarked that he presumed that referred 
to the priests, and I said, across the floor 
of the House, that I thought it referred, 
not to the priests, but to Mr. William 
O’Brien and the honourable Member for 
East Mayo. I have read Mr. Kelly’s 
speech, and I ask the Committee whether 
it could be, in any sense, a_ political 
speech. In my judgment, considering 
the state of disorder in the district, and 
the speeches delivered by Mr. O’Brien 
and the honourable Member for East 
Mayo, and the consequences which fol- 
lowed upon those speeches, the Crown 
solicitor, in consenting to the adjourn- 
ment of this particular case, was abso- 
lutely justified in giving the warning he 
did, and my right honourable and 
learned Friend the Attorney General for 
Ireland has described the speech with 
absolute correctness as a warning in re- 
gard to the future. The Attorney Gene- 
ral said, with absolute correctness, that 
Mr. Kelly’s speech had no reference to 
the offences for which these persons were 
brought before the magistrate on this 
particular occasion, but was a warning 
for the future. I said at the time, and I 
repeat now, that, in my judgment, the 
Crown solicitor, considering all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, was absolutely 
justified in giving notice to all concerned 
that the scenes of lawlessness which 
prevailed at that time would not be 
tolerated by the Crown, and that, if they 
continued, strong measures would be 
taken to put them down. 
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Mr. DILLON: I think the speech of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland has proved 
our case absolutely. The speech of Mr. 
Kelly, which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman read, was, I maintain without 
fear of contradiction, a foolish speech. 
It might or it might not be justified ; 
but I do not think it would have been 
justified if it had been delivered by the 
right honourable Gentleman himself, or 
by some other representative of the 
Government. This gentleman, Mr. 
Kelly, undertook to speak on behalf of 
the Government, and to declare that 
strong measures would be taken. What 
strong measures did he mean? Was he 
authorised to say that the Executive 
was prepared to go beyond the law? Is 
the enforcement of the law a strong 
measure! I say that that speech was a 
violent political speech which no con- 
ceivable circumstances would make 
justifiable by a supporter of the Govern- 
ment, by the right honourable Gentle- 
man himself, or by any politician under- 
taking to speak on behalf of the 
Government. Such a speech, whether 
the case was a small one, as in the pre- 
sent instance, or an important political 
one, Was imost unsuitable and unworthy, 
and utterly foreign to every proper con- 
ception of the duty of counsel; and I 
say, further, that I am perfectly con- 
vinced that if an English counsel or 
Crown solicitor had used such language, 
it would have met with the universal 
condemnation of his professional 
brethren. I traverse, to a certain ex- 
tent, the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary with re- 
gard to the interruption that took place 
when the Westport riots were under dis- 
cussion. In the report in “Hansard” I 
am made to say that I thought Mr. 
Kelly’s speech was intended for the 
learned counsel. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is an 


error, 


Mr. DILLON: My recollection agrees 
with that of the right honourable Gentle 
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man, that what I said was that I pre- 
sumed it was intended for the priests. I 
had read an extract from the speech, 
which concluded with the following 
words— 


“He uttered these words of warning to let 
people know what was in store for them. 
Lawlessness would not be tolerated by the 
authorities. It had gone on long enough, and 
if there was any repetition of it the Crown 
would deal with it in a manner that would 
surprise all the parties concerned. That was 
intended for the learned counsel.” 


| I think I said that was intended for the 
priests, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary interrupted me, 
and said— 





| “IT suspect: it had reference to Mr. William 
| O’Brien, and possibly to the honourable Mem- 
| ber himself.” 


| I say that more insulting and scandalous 
\language never was used in the House 
!of Commons. What right had the right 
| honourable Gentleman to challenge me 
across the floor of this House, and say 
that his officials in Ireland were warning 
me of what was in store for me? The 
right honourable Gentleman had no more 
right to use such language to me than I 
have to use it to 
make — such 
floor of the 


him, or to 
statements across the 
House, and it is a 
scandalous instance of the spirit in which 
administered in Ireland. 
When we know that language was used 
for the purpose of prejudicing events 
against those unfortunate young men wao 
were on trial; when we know, as the 
revelations of to-night have shown, what 
are the relations that exist between the 
Crown prosecutor and the magistracy and 
the Castle ; and when we know that this 
Crown used that 
language, was the direct representative 
of the master of the magistrate who sat 
on the bench, and who could in a single 
moment deprive that man of his living, 
I say it was a monstrous case of attempt- 
ing to intimidate the bench by language 


the law is 


prosecutor, who 


which ought not for a moment to be 
tolerated in a court of justice. All I 
desire further to say is that I only wish 
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that Englishmen, who understand very 
little about these matters, would leave 
this question to the judgment of repre- 
sentatives of Ireland, and, if they did 
that, Mr. Malachi Kelly would get his 
deserts. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I hesi- 
tate in supporting the Vote for 
the reduction of this salary on two 
grounds. First, from the very words 
which have been now read out, attributed 
to Mr. Kelly, I think it is clear that if 
this reduction was carried, then that pre- 
rogative which has been sternly 
insisted upon in the Waterford case 
should be at once exercised with regard 
to Mr. Kelly, and I, for one, am very 
reluctant indeed to condemn any man un- 
heard, and without having an opportunity 
of explaining his conduct, more especially 
in this case, because, so far as I can 
appreciate them, the defences which have 
been made for him by my right honour- 
able Friend the Attorney General for 
Ireland on the one hand, and the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland on the other, are 
somewhat inconsistent. If Mr. Kelly 
were here at the Bar of the House—and 
Iam not sure that that would not be the 
proper course to pursue—we could learu 
under what circumstances this extra- 
ordinary harangue was delivered. I am 
not at all sure from the language that 
was used—we must remember that the 
case had been adjourned on two or three 
occasions is an admitted fact—that he 
may not have been acting on instructions 
from Dublin Castle. But if he was acting 
on instructions from Dublin Castle, he 


s$o 


knew that was at the will and 
pleasure of Dublin Castle, and 
considerations that his bread and 


his salary depended on his pleasing 
Dublin Castle may have influenced him 
very much when, in .obeying orders, he 
delivered this extraordinary harangue. I 
think, therefore, that to vote for the 
reduction of this salary without knowing 
whether he acted on instructions, would 
be, perhaps, a strong measure. Unques- 
tionably that speech appears to me to 
be a speech carrying out instructions, and 


Mr. Dillon. 
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not uttered on the mere spur of th: 
moment, but probably the result of some 
communication which had taken place 
before. There is another reason why i 
draw attention to this matter. I am not 
at all sure, in the interests of the poor, 
starving peasants of Mayo, that they 
might not go further and fare worse if 
Mr. Kelly were now dismissed, as he 
should be if this Amendment were 
carried. I do not know what protégé 
of some Tory landlord might be appointed 
as his successor. It is impossible to 
forecast these things; it is impossible to 
anticipate how far the poor peasantry of 
the neighbourhood of Westport would be 


gainers by the result. Again, the 
revelations in this case do appear 
to me to raise the curtain a little 
which hanes over’ the -administra- 


tion of justice in Ireland, and to afford 
an object lesson to this House as to the 
relations of the landlord, the agent, and 
the resident magistrate. There was a 
rule for several years subsisting in Ire- 
land, and I thought it still subsisted, that 
if it happened that the principal and his 
agent for the same property were in the 
commission of the peace for the same 
county, they only received that commis- 
sion on the express understanding that 
they were not to sit together. The bench 
generally consists of only three or four 
men, and if the principal and the agent 
sit together—that is, two rolled into one 
—of course, against the poor tenant, and 
against the poor fellows charged with 
offences directly affecting the interests of 
the estate, the result is a mockery of jus- 


tice. In this case, however, until 
we have heard the explanation of 
Mr. Kelly, JT would recommend 


that the mover of this reduction should 
be satisfied with the strong expression 
of opinion that has emanated from 
below the Gangway, and should pu: 
the saddle on the right horse, and 
either have Mr. Kelly at the Bar 
of the House to explain his con- 
duct, or ascertain whether he was :ivt 
really carrying out instructions from the 
Executive when this strange and extra- 
ordinary oration was delivered. 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am rather disposed to agree 
with my right honourable and learned 
Friend who has just sat down, that, per- 
haps, after all, the real blame is not to 
be laid upon the head of Mr. Malachi 
Kelly so much as on the heads of his 
superiors. Mr. Kelly is in the employ ¢f 
the Crown. He is a solicitor earning his 
living. He is bound to earn his living 
by doing his best for the Government 
which employs him. He knows now, as 
we all know, that he has on the bench a 
very vigilant critic of the manner in 
which he performs his duties. If he 
happens to be slightly ignorant, or 
slightly lax with regard to his interpreta- 
tions of the Petty Sessions Act, the 
impartial, the calm, the high-minded 
judge who sits on the bench, instead of 
holding the scales of justice even between 
the Crown on the one side and the sub- 
ject on the other, is engaged in writing 
secret reports to the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for [re- 
land, and to the Attorney General, as to 
the manner in which he discharges his 
duties. Why, Sir, was ever in the 
history of any civilised country a more 
grotesque or more odious exhibition 
than that of the Irish Government here 
to-night? What has the chief law officer 
given. as his defence for the dismissal of 
Mr. Delandre, the prosecuting counsel for 
Waterford! A secret report against that 
counsel by the judge on the bench! 
Next, Sir, I must take notice of the 
language of the Chief Secretary. He 
considered it in accordance with Parlia- 
mentary courtesy to say that a speech 
—if I may so dignify it—a few observa- 
tions I have made, was unworthy of 
serious attention. My statement was that 
you had a judge on the bench acting the 
spy on the Crown solicitor. Is that a 
serious question, or is it not? Why, Sir, 
let me tell the Chief Secretary that I 
never knew a man in his position who 
received more personal kindness—and J 
think I may go further, and say personal 
generosity—on the part of political 
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opponents than he has on the part of 
honourable Members on these benches. 
I do not know anybody in his position 
who has laid himself open more to attack 
than he has. He has used language the 
tactlessness of which, the heartlessness 
of which, has disgusted even his own 
supporters, and if it has not brought 
them into our Lobby, at any rate has not 
brought them into his. He thought st 
becoming to him to utter across the floor 
of this House words of menace against 
his political opponents, my honourable 
Friends beside me. Well, Sir, I do think 
there ought to be a little give and take 
in the personal relations of even political 
opponents in this House, and if the right 
honourable .Gentleman is treated with 
singular and almost unprecedented per 
sonal indulgence and generosity by 
Members on these benches, he ought to 
answer a little better than by what I 
might almost call the gross remark that 
he has thought it right to make across 
the floor of this House to his political 
opponents. I feel it necessary to make 
this explanation. I do not wish to attack 
the Attorney General for Ireland at all. 
I know he is a kind-hearted and generous 
man, and discharges his duty with great 
ability. I do not blame him for speaking 
to his brief. I blame the man who 
instructed him in his brief. The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland just now read the 
speech of Mr. Kelly—a political speech. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR dissented. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The right 
honourable Gentleman denies that. How 
can he deny it in face of the speech as 
he read it out? Mr. Kelly says the people 
will be surprised at what takes place. 
The people do not know what is in store 
for them! The Crown will not act with 
clemency any further! A _ stupid 
attorney, a miserable country solicitor, 
is wielding the coercive forces that lie 
in the hands of the Chief Secretary! 
What did it mean? It meant that the 
Chief Secretary had given him the hint. 
I hear laughter. Will the honourable 


ee 
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Gentleman the Member for West Belfast, | on those merits alone, and that thera 


who laughs and interrupts me, have th2 
manliness to get up and say what he has 
to say! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER = (Belfast, 
W.): I was so genuinely amused by the 
absurdity of the suggestion that I could 
not help laughing. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: In my country 
it is said that a loud laugh bespeaks a 
vacant mind. 
Gentleman’s laugh might not be described 
as loud, but he interrupted me, in some 
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‘Ireland we reverse all that. 
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shall not be brought into it any 
extraneous or antecedent matter. In 
A man is 
brought up to be tried for “ booing” at 
a policeman, or some other charge of that 


| kind, and against him are brought public 


meetings addressed by political men, and 


_ political or social movements all round, 


to influence the court. Why, Sir, it is a 


/ monstrous thing, a monstrous perversion 


Perhaps the honourable | 


form or other, by some unuttered expres- | 


sion which he had not the manliness to 
put into articulate language. Was Mr. 
Malachi Kelly acting on instructions, 
eituer expressed or implied, from Dublin 
Castle when he announced that the Chief 
Secretary was determined, was ready to 
employ the forces of coercion against the 
people of Mayo? Is that the duty of a 
Crown solicitor? The Crown solicitor’s 
duty is to speak about the law and the 
legal bearings of the case. The duty of 
the Crown solicitor is to deal with the 
case immediately in hand. Why, Sir, in 
this country the commonest ruffian thai 
is brought up to the old Bailey will not 
have brought against him a single con- 


| good effect. 





viction or a single act of his previous | 


life until the jury has decided one way 
or the other. It is, I think, one of the 


| 


finest principles of English law that a | 


case shall be decided on its merits, and 


of justice, that would not be permitted for 
one hour in this country, and against 
which, if it were introduced, the laughing 
philosopher on the other side of the 
House would be one of the first to pro- 
test. This Debate to-night, although it 
has not been heard by many people 
during its earlier stages, will have had 
We know what the Govern- 
ment of Ireland now means, with the 
Chief Secretary at the top and Mr. 
Malachi Kelly at the bottom. We hava 
had an object lesson to-night in the 
manner in which the government of Ire- 
land is carried on by the Chief Secretary, 
and although he may have a majority in 
the Division against us, the lessons fhat 
has been preached to-night will tell in 
time. 





Amendment proposed 


“ That item B be reduced by £600 in respect 
of the salary of the Crown solicitor for Mayo.” 

The Cemmittee divided:—Ayes 54; 
Noes 107.—{Division List No. 197.) 
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to direct the attention of the Chief 
Secretary to a recent case in which the 
any 
arrested two boys and brought them 
Subsequently an 
action was brought by the boys’ mother 
When the case came | 
court judge | on this Vote. 
directed that the jury, notwithstanding | 
theiz own opinions and the weight ot 
the evidence, should sign the issue paper 
declaring that there was no arrest of any 
I should like to ask the Chief 
Secretary whether a county court judge 
has the power of directing a jury to find | 
a verdict against the weight of evidence? | 


The 
county court judges in legal matters 
cannot be challenged upon this Vote. 
Their salaries are placed upon the Con- 
solidated Fund for the express purpose 


constabulary, without 
before a magistrate. 


for illegal arrest. 
on for trial the county 


kind. 
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In the case I refer to 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The decision of the 


judge cannot be discussed 


Mr. FLYNN: May I call the attention 
| of the Attorney General for Ireland to 
the matter of the selection of juries at 
the last winter assizes in Cork? 
time ago I gave to the right honourable 
Gentleman particulars of two or three 
cases of jury packing, and I would like 
| an expression of opinion from him in 
view of the approaching summer assizes 
and the probability that the old practices 
will be repeated. 


Some 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is perfectly im- 


of placing their actions outside the scope | possible for me to give any under- 


of review in this House. 


' taking that in 


future no jurors 
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will be ordered to stand aside. Every 
administration must maintain the right 
to enforce this power of challenge, 
but I think I may challenge the honour- 
able Member to find any case in the last 
20 years in which so few jurors have been 
ordered to stand aside as at the last 
winter assizes at Cork. There were only 
55 jurors who were ordered to stand 
aside, and of those 39 were challenged 
by the prisoners. It is impossible for 
me to give an undertaking that this 
power of challenging jurors will not be 
exercised by the Crown, but I think 1 
can give the assurance that the power 
is never used by Crown solicitors for any 
reason but one—namely, that there is 
some ground for thinking that the 
persons challenged, if sworn, would not 
give an impartial verdict. I can assure 
the honourable Member that he is under 
a great misapprehension if he thinks 
that Crown prosecutors wish to exercise 
this right. Everybody who is engaged 
in public prosecutions knows the amount 
of criticism and censure that such a 
course brings down. The power is only 
used in cases where there is real ground 
for believing that it is necessary in the 
interests of justice. 


Mr. FLYNN: My remarks in the 
earlier part of the evening rather had 
reference to the Cork winter assizes of 
December, 1896. In December, 1897, 
there were a number of stand-bys, s» 
large as to be absolutely alarming. 1 
think we are entitled to have an assur- 
ance. from the right honourable Gentle- 
man that he will give a general instruc- 
tion to solicitors and counsel representing 
the Crown to exercise less zeal in taking 
advantage of their right of challenge. I[ 
say it is a bad principle and it 
fraught with danger when exercised in 
the wholesale manner in which it is by 
over-zealous and indiscreet Crown prose- 
cutors and solicitors. 


is 


*Mr. DAVITT: In connection with the 
Vote for law charges and criminal prose- 
cutions, I should like to ascertain why 
it is that there is no diminution corres- 
ponding to the dwindling population and 
the general crimelessness of the country. 
‘There is not to-day any civilised country 
in the world that can show a clearer 
record in the matter of crime than Ire- 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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land. It is quite a common thing for 
judges at assizes to be presented with 
white gloves, and in connection with the 
county I have the honour to represent, 
the judges who went down shortly after 
the so-called disturbances in Westport 
declared that the county was in a most 
satisfactory condition in the matter of 
crime. In face of these things, which no 
one can deny, one would expect that 
something less than £62,660 would be 
required for criminal prosecutions in 
Ireland; and when we add to this the 
salaries of the judges and the enormous 
sum of money paid for the police, | 
think I can safely say that the adminis- 
tration of justice in Ireland is scan- 
dalously extravagant and_ without 
parallel in the history of any other 
country. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I desire to 
draw attention to one item in this Vote, 
namely-— 


* For the defence of public officials, expenses 
in actions taken against resident magistrates, 
divisional and other magistrates, constabulary, 
and other public officials, £400.” 


We are entitled to have details of the 
expenditure under such an extraordinary 
heading as that. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Estimates 
for this year for law charges 
are less than they have _ been 


for the last 22 years—very little more 
than half what they were in 1883-84. 
They were then £115,825, and they have 
been dwindling since that date until this 
year. I have not the figures further 
back than 1877, but for the last 30 
years the figure has not been so low as 
it is at the present time. In 1891-92 
the figure was £77,621; in 1892-93, 
£76,000; in 1893-94, £70,000; in 
1894-95, £67,000 ; in 1895-96, £66,000 ; 


in 1896-97, £65,000; in 1897-98, 
£64,000; and this year, £62,000, 
or £1,500 less than last year, 


representing the lowest figure during the 
present century ; thanks to the rapid and 
uninterrupted decline in Crown prosecu- 
tions, indicating a corresponding decrease 
in crime. With regard to the item of 
£400 referred to by the honourable 
Member for East Donegal, I think that 
is an exceedingly moderate and proper 
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charge. If an action is brought against 
a police sergeant for acts done in the 
execution of his duty, and it turns out 
to be totally groundless, the costs of 
defending himself might mean ruin to 
the officer, unless the Government came 
to his rescue. What is done is this. The 
Government refuse, in the first place, to 
undertake to pay costs at all; they wait 
until the result of the action, and if the 
officer is blameless they will pay his 
costs. It would be impossible, in many 
cases, for the officers to defend them- 
selves against such actions unless the 
Executive came to their assistance, and 
I think the Committee will agree that 
the Government cannot be blamed for 
standing at the back of their own 
officials. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


On the Vote of £69,929, to complete 
the sum for Supreme Court of Judicature 
and other Legal Departments in Ireland, 


Mr. DILLON: On this Vote I should 
like to ask the Chief Secretary to let 
us know what has been the net amount 
of saving made in pursuance of an Act, 
passed at the end of last year, called an 
Act to reduce the Irish Judiciary. I see 
that in the Supreme Court of Judicature 
there is a decrease this year of £4,829, as 
compared with last year. I should like 
to ask whether the whole of that saving 
has been carried to a separate Irish 
account, according to the promise that 
was made when the Bill of last year was 
under discussion! Having put that ques- 
tion to the Attorney General, I should 
like to say a word on the general ques- 
tion of judicial salaries, and to draw a 
comparison between the law charges in 
Ireland and those in England and Scot- 
land. When we have thrown in our 
teeth the cost of the civil government of 
Ireland, and when we are told that we 
could not afford to run Ireland on a 
deficit of a million a year, it is well to 
make such a comparison as I suggest. 
The Supreme Court of Judicature and 
other legal departments in Ireland cost 
£112,000 last year, and £107,000 in the 
year now under discussion. In England 
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the Supreme Court of Judicature, with, 
at the lowest estimate, about 20 times 
the amount of business, cost only 
£326,000 this year. Then, the law 
charges in England, with a population of 
28 millions, and an enormous commercial 
business, considerably greater in propor- 
tion than that of Ireland, were only 
£79,000, whilst in unfortunate Ireland, 
with its population of four and a half 
millions—less than the population of the 
city in which we now are—and with one- 
tenth of its commercial business, our 
expenditure for law charges and criminal 
prosecutions is no less than £62,000, 
nearly as much as the whole of the law 
charges of England. Then, in addition, 
there is a charge of £119,000 for the 
land court, which has no analogy in this 
country. Then we have county court 
officers £113,000, whereas in England 
the sum is only £38,000. If you take 
the case of Scotland, the law charges are 
£92,000, and for the Register House (I 
have not the remotest idea what the 
Register House is) £41,000, making in 
all £133,000, as against £300,000 in 
England and £107,000 in Ireland. Sir, 
I do not want to go into the details ot 
this Vote, but I would ask the Attorney 
General to tell us what is the net amount 
of saving up to the end of the last finan- 
cial year on the salaries of judges, and 
what arrangements have been made for 
carrying the savings to a separate account, 
and what will be the name of that 
account. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am afraid I cannot 
state accurately the amount of the present 
and prospective savings referred to by the 
honourable Member, and I am not sure 
that the Treasury are in possession of 
the information. Perhaps the honour- 
able Member will put a Question on the 
subject to a representative of the Trea- 
sury. With regard to the law charges, 1 
must say that I am really astounded at 
the comparison the honourable Member 
makes between England and _ Ireland. 
Surely he must be in ignorance of the 
fact that all the expenses of a criminal 
prosecution in Ireland that is taken up 
by the Crown are borne by the Trea- 
sury, and there is not one-fortieth part 
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of the total expenses that does not 
appear on the Votes. In England a 
considerable portion of the expenses of 
criminal prosecutions are borne by 
private individuals, and only a small pro- 
portion of the total cost falls upon the 
Treasury. Therefore, the comparison 
instituted by the honourable Member is 
wholly fallacious. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I think the right 
honourable Gentleman has evaded the 
real point of the remarks of my honour- 
able Friend. He pointed out that the 
cost of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
in Ireland—£107,000, for a population 
of 44 millions—was altogether out of 
proportion to the cost of the Supreme 
Court in England—+£326,000, for a 
population of 28 millions. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: 
honourable Gentleman the 
General is one of the most success: 
ful pleaders at the Irish Bar, and 
yet he expresses the opinion that, con- 
sidering the average income made by 
professional men in Ireland, the judiciai 
‘salaries are not large. I venture to 
say that all the occupants of the bench 
in Ireland, even the puisne judges, are 
overpaid if regard be had to the incomes 
earned at the Bar: £2,000 a year is a 
very large income for a Queen’s counsel 
in Ireland, and a man when raised to the 
bench receives considerably more. In 
the case of this country, it is a well- 
known fact that any successful or 
eminent lawyer who accepts a position 
on the bench generally does so at a 
considerable sacrifice of income. We find 
the same exaggerated scale of payment 
not only in the case of the judges them- 
selves, but in the case of the minor legal 
officials. I find that the chief clerks in 
nearly all the Irish judicial departments 
get’ £1,000 a year. The Attorney 
General knows very well that in Ireland 
a man earning £300, or even £250, a 
year is looked upon as having reached a 
position of security and opulence, which 
makes him the envy of all the men, and 
the courted of all marriageable ladies. 
Now, putting these facts into aggregate 
form, I find that in Ireland we have a 
total Vote of £107,900, as against a Vote 
in England of £320,000. The population 
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of Ireland is four and a half millions, 
mostly law-abiding ; England has a popu- 
lation of 28 millions, most law-abiding 
too, but with a larger percentage of the 
criminal class than there is in Ireland; 
and yet, despite of that enormous dis- 
parity between the populations of the 
two countries, we find that the law 
charges are, for Ireland £107,000, as 
against £320,000 for England. Now, 
the importance of this Vote has been 
pointed out by my honourable Friend. 
In the first place, it shows a diseased con- 
dition of the country where law charges 
are so high. These law charges are 
largely the result of political disability. 
But the second and more important 
feature of the Vote is this: these amounts 
are all charged against Ireland in the 
account between England and Ireland 
which we discussed a few days ago. 
And, to show the way in.which these 
bloated Estimates are made up, let me 
draw the attention of the Committee to 
this item: we have, first of all, a chief 
clerk, with a salary of £1,000 a year; 
then, a “first-class clerk to the chief 
clerk, £400; ” and a “second-class clerk 
to the chief clerk, £350.” Was there ever 
such an instance of piling Pelion oa 
Ossa? And all this in a country with a 
population less than that of this city! 
This is the heritage we have from the 
days when Ireland was governed by a 
certain number of great families, and 
when snug places were provided as a 
sort of outdoor relief for members of 
those families. It is a system that is 
no longer tolerated in this country, and 
I think it my duty to protest against its 
continuance in Ireland. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote for Salaries and Expens:s 
of the Irish Land Commission, 


Mr. DILLON : This is one of the most 
contentious of all the Irish Votes, and 
must necessarily give rise to some con- 
siderable discussion. As it is just upon 
12 o'clock, I beg to move, Sir, that you 
report progress. 


Resolutions to be reported ; Committee 
report progress. 


House adjourned at 12.1. 





Mr. Atkinson. 
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441 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 11th July 1898. 





Tus LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
Seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter-past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorp CHanceLLor acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5). 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY). 
Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills— 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2). [H.L.] 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7). 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9). 

And also the Certificate that the 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

ing Bill have not been complied with— 

FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 


Committee to meet To-morrow. 
[Fourtn Szrizs.] 


VOL. LXI. 


{11 Jury 1898} 
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GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Committee to meet To-morrow. 


Business. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


MALDON WATER BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


LEYTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Committee to meet on Friday next. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Commons’ Amendments 


considered, 
and agreed to. 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


Commons’ consequential Amendment 
to Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders re 
ferred to the Standing Orders Committee 
on Thursday next. 


BRISTOL TRAMWAYS (EXTENSIONS) 
BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


MATLOCK URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


R 
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GLASGOW CORPORATION (SEWAGE, 
ETC.) BILL. 





Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; Read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; The Orders made on the 28th of 
June and the Ist of July last discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 












WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March, 1898, “ That no private 
Bill brought from the House of Com- 
mons shall be read a second time after 
Tuesday, the 28th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
read the second time; Agreed to; Bill 
read the second time accordingly, and 
committed; The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 












CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Read the third time, and passed, and 

sent to the Commons. 














SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ment, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 




















PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 

Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments ; further Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND WARE- 
HOUSES BILL. 

Read the third time, with the Amend- 

ments, and passed, and returned to the 

Commons. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments ; further Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 
the first time, 
Examiners, 


Reports, etc. 


Read 
and referred to the 


ST. HELENS’ CORPORATION BILL. 


Read. 
and referred to the 


Brought from the Commons; 
the first time, 
Examiners. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT 
NORTHERN RAILWAYS JOINT 

COMMITTEE BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendments agreed to. 






GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (PENSIONS) 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the: 
Amendments agreed to. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 


Twentieth Report of the 
Prisons Board, Ireland, 1897-98. 


General 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2152. United States  (Cali- 
fornia) ; 

No. 2153. Tripoli (Bengazi) ; 

No. 2154. Denmark (Finances or, 
1896-99) ; 

No. 2155. Belgium (Trade of, 


January-May, 1898). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (MIDDLESEX). 

Order made by the County Council of 
Middlesex altering the boundaries of the 
Parliamentary polling districts in the 
parish of Finchley, in the Hornsey Par- 
liamentary Division; Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


——— 


NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES 
BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read the second time on Thurs- 
day next. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived, 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Read the second time (according to 

order). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 





ARMY (DIRECTOR GENERAL OF 
MILITARY EDUCATION). 


Moved— 


“That an humble Address b2 presented to 
Her Majesty for Papers relating to the post 
of Director General of Military Education.” 


Lorpv MONKSWELL: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is intended to fill up the 
vacancy caused by the recent retirement 
of the Director General of Military Edu- 
cation ; and, if not, to inform the House 
what steps have been taken or will be 
taken to provide for the efficient super- 
vision over military education; and to 
move for Papers. I am quite certain 
that the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for War will readily believe that I 
do not ask this question in any unfriendly 
spirit either towards himself or towards 
the great Department over which he pre- 
sides. I should very ill requite the in- 
variable courtesy the noble Marquess has 
always displayed to me, both in this 
House and outside, if I were to plague 
him with unnecessary questions, or to 
subject him to carping criticism. The 
courtesy of the noble Marquess enables 
me to partly anticipate the reply he 
will give me this evening. The noble 
Marquess has told me that it is not his 
intention, at all events at present, to fill 
up the office of the Director General of 
Military Education, but that the work 
hitherto discharged by that official will 
be relegated to the Military Secretary. 
Well, my Lords, the noble Marquess may 
be right or he may be wrong in the 
change that he proposes to introduce. I 
am perfectly certain he will agree with 
me in this, that the change is one of 
grave importance ; and I daresay the noble 
Marquess is not sorry to have an oppor- 
tunity of explaining in this House the 
reasons which have induced him to take 
the step he has taken. My Lords, I pro- 
pose to state some of the objections that 
it appears to me may be urged against 
the noble Marquess’s proposal ; but. first 
I would say this—I do not for one 
moment suggest that either the noble 
Marquess or the noble and gallant 
Viscount the Commander-in-Chief are not 
thoroughly alive to the very great im- 
portance of everything appertaining to 
military education. My Lords, on that 
subject I need only say, I think, this: 
that it is a subject which appears to me 
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to be equally important throughout every 
rank in the Army, from the highest to 
the lowest. With regard to the rank and 
file of the Army, opinion is constantly 
gaining ground that it is of great im- 
portance to elicit by education, taken in 
the widest sense .of the ‘word, every 
faculty that a soldier possesses. Now, 
my Lords, I wish to consider this ques- 
tion outside the military duties of the 
soldier. I say that entirely outside the 
military duties of the soldier, whether or 
not the education that he receives makes 
him a more or less efficient fighting 
machine—entirely outside that question 
it seems to me that the public are most 
deepiy concerned in the education of the 
soldier. It appears to me that the edu- 
cation that a soldier receives while he is 
in the ranks is not only of importance 
in the way of turning him out an efficient 
military machine, but also has a most 
important bearing on the popularity of the 
Army ; consequently, my Lords, if it has 
an important bearing on the popularity of 
the Army, it has a very important bear- 
ing on the burning question of recruiting. 
My Lords, it is not necessary for me to 
tell the noble Marquess, or any Member 
of this House, how supremely important 
is the question of obtaining a sufficient 
number of recruits of a good class. It 
is absolutely the keystone of our whole 
military system. As the noble Marquess 
knows, there is considerable difficulty 
now in recruiting, and that difficulty is 
no doubt toa great extent caused by the 
fact that the industrial classes see that 
men when they are discharged from the 
Army are unable in many cases to obtain 
employmert, and they see that the reason 
why they are unable to obtain employ- 
ment in many cases is that they are 
lacking in industrial training. There- 
fore, my Lords, I do think it is of the 
very utmost importance that the greatest 
possible amount of the best industrial 
training should be given to the soldier ; 
and the ideal at which we ought to aim is 
this, that the soldier, when discharged 
from the ranks, shall be not in a worse 
position but in a better position to obtain 
a livelihood as a mechanic than the 
ordinary mechanic he sees around him. 
Now, my Lords, I think that that is a 
proposition that is very generally 
accepted, and I am glad to think that 
military education is tending in that 
direction, for it is in that direction, 
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I think, that we shall find that 
the difficulties of recruiting may dis- 
appear. I confess that it does seem to 
me certainly to be in the nature of a 
reactionary proceeding to double up two 
such important official positions at the 
War Office as Military Secretary and 
Director General of Military Education. 
It looks as if a diminished importance 
and not a greater importance than here- 
tofore is being accorded at headquarters 
to military education. One object of the 
noble Marquess in making this change 
no doubt was economy, and in so far as 
the noble Marquess has begun his 
economy by doing away with an im- 
portant post my sympathies are entirely 
with the noble Marquess. I think he 
has begun at the right end. My Lords, 
IT remember attending a public meeting 
at Devonport, when the Government of 
the day were being severely ‘handled for 
the wholesale dismissal of labourers, and 
I remember that a dockyardsman got up 
and said that the Government, in their 
economy, were beginning at the wrong 
end—that if they wanted to economise 
they should begin by weeding out the 
higher officials; and he used a simile 
which struck me a good deal. He 
thought Her Majesty’s Government, in- 
stead of taking the bull by the horns, 
had taken him by the tail. Well, my 
Lords, so far as the noble Marquess has 
had the courage to take the bull by the 
horns, I heartily sympathise with him, 
but at the same time I am not satisfied 
that in this particular instance his 
economy is a wise one. I take three 
objections to the proposal of the noble 
Marquess. The first objection I take is 
this: that the duties of the Military 
Secretary and the duties of the Director 
General of Military Education are not by 
any means analogous. Now, my Lords, 
on that subject I quote from a most 
authoritative document — namely, a 
Memorandum of the Duties of the Prin- 
cipal Officers and Departments of the 
War Office, which was issued in Novem- 
ber, 1895, under an Order in Council 
dated November, 1895, when the noble 
Marquess was in office. The duties of 
the Military Secretary are thus defined— 
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“The Military Secretary deals with appoint- 
ments, promotions, and retirement of officers 
of the Regular and Auxiliary forces; with 
selections for appointment to the staff, etc. ; 
with the grant of honours and rewards, etc. ; 
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and with the regulations for admission of 
candidates to the Army.” 


The Director General of Military Educa- 
tion is charged with— 


“The educational qualifications required from 
candidates for commissions in the Army ; with 
the education and examination of officers, non- 
commissioned officers and men; with the 
administration of the Staff College, Artillery 
College, Royal Military College and Royal 
Military Academy; with the supervision of 
Army schools.” 


And this recital of his duties ends with 
the comprehensive word “etcetera.” 
Well, my Lords, it does appear to me 
that these duties by no means require 
the same kind of qualifications. The 
Military Secretary has, I believe, to be 
the eyes and ears of the Commander-in- 
Chief, whereas the Director General of 
Military Education ought to be an edu- 
cational expert; and one can easily 
imagine that a very excellent Military 
Secretary might make a very bad Direc- 
tor General of Military Education, and 
vice versd. I quite admit, my Lords, 
that my objection to the doubling up of 
these offices on the ground that I have 
stated is not applicable to the present 
Military Secretary. The present Mili- 
tary Secretary has had a very remark- 
able career. Before entering the Army, 
he was educated at Oxford, where he took 
a brilliant degree, and I am far from 
saying that he would not make an ex- 
cellent Director General of Military Edu- 
cation. But, my Lords, one swallow does 
not make a summer, and I think the 
noble Marquess may be hard put to it 
to find » successor, when the present 
Military Secretary’s term of office expires, 
who has equal qualifications for both 
posts. To insist on the Military Secre 
tary being an educational expert surely 
is very much to confine your choice, and 
it might well be that your choice would 
be confined in such a way that persons 


peculiarly qualified for the office of 
Military Secretary would be cut out. 
But if you do not have an edu- 
cational expert filling the office of 
Military Secretary how are you to 


carry on the Education Department 
of the War Office?) My first objec- 
tion is that this policy of combining the 
two offices is a hand-to-mouth policy. 
It is a policy that, under exceptional cir- 
cumstances, may succeed for a time, but 
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it is not to be relied upon under ordinary 
circumstances, still less is it to be relied 
upon under circumstances of stress and 
strain. Now, my Lords, I take another 
objection. I will assume that the noble 
Marquess will always be able to find a 
competent officer to fill these two posi- 
tions. My second objection is that, even 
supposing this officer is competent to 
fill both positions, he will not have suffi- 
cient time to discharge the duties of 
both offices. It may be that the time 
of the Director General of Military Edu- 
cation has not always been fully occupied 
by the duties of his office, but at any 
moment questions of the gravest im- 
portance with regard to military educa- 
tion may arise which will have to be 
carefully considered with abundant know- 
ledge. For instance, in my own time 
there was a burning controversy with 
regard to examinations at Sandhurst and 
Woolwich, and the Director General of 
Military Education of that day had his 
mind thoroughly saturated with informa- 
tion bearing on that controversy ; and if 
at that time he had also filled the office 
of Military Secretary I do not suppose 
he would have been abie to satisfactorily 
discharge the duties of both offices. My 
second objection is, therefore, that these 
two offices are more than one man can 
properly perform. My third objection is 
that, even if the Secretary of State was 
satisfied that the two offices could be 
filled efficiently by the same man, would 
those who are interested in Military Edu- 
cation, would the noble Marquess himself, 
if any difficult question were to arise with 
regard to military education, have the 
same confidence in the judgment of a 
man who only gave the fag end of his 
time to the duties of the Military Edu- 
cation Department, as they would in the 
judgment of a man whose whole time and 
whose whole thoughts were entirely 
devoted to the duties of that Depart- 
ment? Now, my Lords, it seems to me 
that the result, under the most favourable 
circumstances, of the noble Marquess’s 
decision would be this, that the Secretary 
of State would have to rely not upon 
the Military Secretary for information 
and advice in regard to military educe- 
tion, but what he would do would be 
this: he would be obliged to rely prin- 
cipally upon the reports and information 
sent him by subordinate officials ; and I 
do not think, upon such a very important 
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matter as military education, that any 
official short of an official of the very 
highest rank in the War Office should be 
the official to consult with the Secretary 
of State. I most sincerely hope and 
trust that the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for War will be able to 
show the House that the doubts I have 
expressed with regard to his policy are 
entirely ill-founded, but I thought it my 
duty to bring the matter forward. Now 
with regard to Papers. Of course, I do 
not suggest that the noble Marquess 
should publish confidential Minutes or 
Memoranda of any kind, but it did occur 
to me that perhaps in a matter of such 
importance the noble Marquess has gone 
into certain sources of information— 
into certain public sources of information 
—perhaps he may have gone for infor- 
mation to the Continent, and have found 
out what, for instance, is the case in 
Germany with regard to the supervision 
of military education. If, however, he 
has no public information on this matter, 
on which he relied, to lay before the 
House, I shall withdraw my Motion. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of Lanspowns) : 
My Lords, with one part of the speech 
of the noble Lord opposite I can only ex- 
press the most sincere agreement. I 
refer to those passages in which he dwelt 
upon the great importance of education 
to the Army, and in which he urged 
that nothing should be done which might 
<reate the impression that we underrated 
its value. I can assure him that there 
is no difference of opinion between us on 
that point. We recognise the great value 
of education to soldiers of all ranks, and 
in the case of the private soldier we cer- 
tainly recognise its value as a means of 
fitting him for civil employment at the 
conclusion of his Army career. The 
change which we have in contemplation 
in regard to the appointment of Director 
General of Military Education certainly is 
not intended as in any sense a blow at 
the interests of education in the Army. 
Now, my Lords, I can tell the House 
very simply why it is that we have come 
to the conclusion, as at present advised, 
that this appointment should not be 
filled up. It is, as the noble Lord has 
truly said, a costly appointment, and we 
feel that, unless an overwhelming case 
can be made out to establish the neces- 
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sity of retaining it, it ought not to be 
retained. My impression is that a case 
—an overwhelming case—cannot be made 
out in favour of retaining it. The De. 
partment of Military Education is, as I 
daresay the noble Lord remembers, 
divided into two branches. One branch 
is concerned with the administration of 
Army schools, and with the examination 
and education of non-commissioned 
officers and men; and the other branch 
deals with the qualifications of candi. 
dates for commissions in the Army, with 
the education and examination of officers, 
and with the administration of the Staff 
College, the Royal Military Academy, and 
the Royal Military College. Now, my 
Lords, I believe that the work of the first 
of these two branches—that which is 
concerned with the management of Army 
schools—can be very much diminished in 
consequence of certain measures of de- 
centralisation which we are now adopt- 
ing, and which will have the effect of 
rendering the general officers in command 
of districts much more responsible than 
they are at present for the control and 
direction of schools within their com- 
mands. That, to a certain extent, will 
diminish the volume of work which the 
Department will have to get through. 
But, my Lords, putting that on one side, 
the work of the Department—the great 
bulk of it—is really transacted in the 
two branches, and the position of Direc- 
tor General of Military Education has 
been rather that of giving the authority 
of a high military officer—an authority 
which is very much wanted—to the 
decisions arrived at in the two branches. 
There is also this to be remembered, that 
the Director General has not been really 
the person solely responsible for military 
education. In regard to many matters 
he has had to report sometimes to the 
Commander-in-Chief, sometimes to the 
Adjutant-General, and sometimes to the 
Military Secretary. Our opinion is that 
the two branches which I described just 
now, which are in charge of two very 
able and experienced officers, each of the 
rank of colonel, and one of them in the 
position of Assistant Adjutant-General, 
that these two branches are perfectly 
competent to get through what might be 
called the routine work of the Depart- 
ment; and we believe that, so far as the 
direction and authority of an officer of 
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higher rank are necessary, they can be 
supplied, I will not say entirely, by the 
Military Secretary, as the noble Lord 
supposes, but either by the Military 
Secretary or by the Military Secretary 
and the Adjutant-General. That is a 
point which we are still considering. My 
Lords, that is the arrangement which we 
propose te adopt, and I have every hope 
that it may be successful. Of course, 
it is, to a certain extent, an experiment, 
and its progress shall be watched with 
the closest attention. I think the only 
other matter I need touch upon is the 
question of Papers. I do not think there 
are any Papers which could be laid upon 
the Table of this House. We have not 
referred to foreign Governments as to 
their practice, and the Departmental 
Papers are of the usual Departmental 
kind, and not of a sort which I think 
could properly be presented to Parlia- 
ment. 


Lorpv MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
beg to withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


— 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
GUARANTEE) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
have two or three very small Amend- 
ments, which I hope your Lordships will 
allow me to introduce at this stage. I 
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have put one on the Paper, but it is not 
in the proper form. I propose— 


“ After the word ‘in’ in line 9, clause 1, 
to add the words ‘or for the purposes of.’” 


I also propose to alter the short title, so 
that the Act may be cited as the Post 
Ottice Guarantee Act (No. 2), 1898. I 
do so because a previous Act has already 
been passed into law dealing with pre 
cisely the same subject-matter. I think 
it is desirable, in order that the two Acts 
may be on the same basis, that I should 
add, at the end of clause 3, that the Acts 
may be cited with the Post Office Acts, 
1837 to 1897. I move that these Amend- 
ments be agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. 


Amendments agreed to, and Bill re 
ported, with Amendments, to the House. 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILI. 
[H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


SOLICITORS’ BILL. [H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


UNION OF BENEFICES BILL. 
Order for the Second Reading read. 


Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, I beg to move that 
this Bill be read a second time. The 
object of the Bill is set forth in the 
Memorandum. By a scheme under 
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section 11 of the Union of Benefices Act, 
1860 (23 and 24 Vic., c. 142), any sur- 
plus revenues from a union of benefices 
may be annexed as an endowment to a 
benefice in the metropolis, or in the 
vicinity thereof. Under section 14 of the 
same Act a scheme for removal of a 
church or parsonage rendered unneces- 
sary by a union of benefices can only be 
made if it provides for the erection of a 
new church or parsonage in the metro- 
polis. The object of this Bill is to 
assimilate the scope of these two sections 
and to define “the vicinity of the metro- 
polis” as including the whole of the 
metropolitan police district. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House. 

House adjourned at 5.5. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 11th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair shortly 
after Three of the clock. 


_— 


NEW WRIT. 


Tue SECRETARY to tute TREASURY 
(Sir W. Watronp, Devon, Tiverton): I 
beg to move that Mr. Speaker do issue 
a new writ for the election of a Member 
of Parliament to serve for the Western 
Division of County Down in the room of 
Lord Arthur W. Hill, resigned. 


Motion agreed to. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—- 


(Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into complied with); Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


The Lord Privy Seal. 
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Bills, That, in the. case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz— 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read @ 
second time. 


(No Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into applicable); Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereoi, 
no Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into are applicable, viz— 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.} 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. [H.L.] 


(Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with); Mr. Speaker laid upor 
the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, 
originating in the Lords, and referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz— 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. [H.L.]j 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2y 
BILL. [H.L.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL, [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL, 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


‘CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, an& 
agreed to. 
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EAST HAM EMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


LISKEARD CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Prince of Wales’s Consent, as Duke 
of Cornwall, signified; Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. [H.L.] 

As amended ; 
morrow. 


to be considered To- 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
[H.L.} 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


[Not amended], considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 

As amended, considered; to be read 

the third time. 


ST. HELENS CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and ihat th2 
Bill be now read the third time.— 
(Dr. Farquharson.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 
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RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Ordered, That, in the case of the 
Renfrew ‘Burgh and Harbour Extension 
Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, and 23% 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
taken into consideration, provided 
amended prints shall have been pre- 
viously deposited—( Dr. Farquharson.) 
Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bia 
be now read the third time.—/(Dr. 
Farquharson.) 

(Queen’s Consent signified); Bill ac-~ 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ISLE OF WIGHT RAILWAY (BRADING 
HARBOUR AND RAILWAY) BILL. (H.LJ 


Read a second time, and committed. 


NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and eommitted. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


—_——_ 


DOGS’ REGULATION BILL. 
Against: From Camberwell, Tooting 
Graveney, and Richmond; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


From Reigate, against State Regula- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


HABITUA LINEBRIATES BILL. 


From Perth, for alteration; to 
upon the Table. 


lie 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


From Hamsteels, in favour; to lie 
wpon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL, 
From Gateshead, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
From Kinghorn, in favour ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CIVIL SERVICE (CANDIDATES). 


Return [presented 7th July] to be 
printed. [No. 287.] 


NAVY AND MARINES. 


Return [presented 8th July] to be 
printed. [No, 288.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (MIDDLESEX). 


Copy presented of Order made by the 
County Council of Middlesex, altering 
the boundaries of the Parliamentary 
Polling Districts in the Parish of 
Finchley, in the Hornsey Parliamentary 
Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Advanced. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for the year 1896-7, 
Part V. (Accounts of Commissioners of 
Sewers, etc.) [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 289.] 
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PORT ROYAL (DOCKYARD AND 
HOSPITAL). 
Return presented relative thereto for- 
dered 18th March; Lord Charles Beres- 
ford]; to lie upon the Table. 








TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2152 to 2155 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. : 











Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House— 





INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF 
FLINT). 
Further Return relative thereto [or- 
dered 5th May, 1897; Mr. Grant Law- 
son]; to be printed. [No. 290.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL 
(PROPOSED AMENDED SCHEDULE 
VI). 

Copy ordered “of Draft of the Sixth 
Schedule to the Local Government (Ire 
land) Bill as proposed to be amended, 
on Consideration of the Bill, as 

amended.”—/ Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 292.] 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


_ 


WALKER’S ESTATE BILL [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Re 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ; Bill to be read the third time. 
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LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (WALES) BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NEWTOWN WATER BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Second Reading upon Wednesday. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 
That they have agreed to— 
EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 


COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL, 


EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL, 


without Amendment. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY RAIL- 
WAY BILL, 


with an Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 
CROMER .GAS BILL, 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL, 
with Amendmerts. 


Amendment to— 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Amendments to— 
YEOVIL CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 
without Amendment. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to dissolve the marriage of 
Cliffe Henry Vigors, of the New Bar- 
racks, Limerick, a Captain in the Royal 
Irish Regiment, with Katharine Mary 
Vigors, his now wife, and to enable him 
to marry again ; and for other purposes.” 


CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
[H.L.] 

And also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
empower the Chelsea Electricity Supply 
Company (Limited) to acquire lands and 
erect generating stations ; and for other 
purposes.” 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
To-morrow. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 
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CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
(H.L.] 

Read the first time, and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


POLICE AND SANITARY REGULATIONS 
BILLS, 


Special Report brought up and read. 


Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 291.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 291.] 


VEW BILL. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE. 


Bill for amending the law relating to 
Customs and Inland Revenue; and for 
other purposes connected with Finance. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): I beg leave to introduce a Bill 
for amending the law relating to Cus- 
toms and Inland Revenue, and for other 
purposes connected with finance. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s 
Lynn): I did expect some explanation of 
this Bill from my right honourable 
Friend. I suppose that the Bill arose 
from the recommendation of the Public 
Accounts Committee in relation to the 
discovery that unlawful remission of 
taxation had been made by the Treasury. 
I presume the principle of the Bill will 
be to enable the Treasury to make such 
conditions as will carry out the recom- 
mendations of that Committee. But 


if this Bill carries out the intention of 
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that Committee, as I understand the 
Treasury propose to do, it will be found 
extremely difficult to frame. At the 
same time I am glad to see some signs 
of repentance on the part of the Treasury. 


*Mr. HANBURY: It is very difficult to 
give a short explanation of this Bill, 
because it deals with a considerable 
variety of subjects. It deals principally 
with certain details of administration 
on the part of the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Depariments. This Bill does 
include proposals for giving effect to the 
recommendation of the Public Accounts 
Committee with respect to certain re- 
missions of taxation which have been 
made hitherto by the Inland Revenue 
Department in its own discretion, and 
to which it is thought well to give 
statutory authority. 


Leave given, Bill presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time. 


QUESTIONS. 


WEST FERRY ROAD LEAD WORKS. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the condition of the 
lead works in West Ferry Road in which 
a death has recently occurred ; if he will 
inquire whether only four towels were 
provided for 40 people ; and whether th» 
inspector had reported on the observance 
of the special rules at this factory? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror Tua 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Waite 
Riwtey, Lancashire, Blackpool): My 
attention has been called to the case. 
The report I have received shows that it 
is not the case that only four towels were 
supplied for 40 men, the provision of 
towels being ample. This was also proved 
in the proceedings which were taken in 
the case under the Employers’ Liability 
Act, and which resulted in the verdict 
of a jury for the defendant. The 
inspector has reported on the question of 
the observance of the special rules ip 
this factory. 
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SCOTCH OFFICIAL PRINTING. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate. what are the 
Scottish Official Reports which are 
printed respectively in Scotland and in 
England ; if he will take steps to secure 
that all Scottish official printing should 
be done in Scotland ; and whether, seeing 
that the Act of Sederunt of 18th Decem- 
ber, 1896, declared to come into effect 
on Ist January, 1897, was only promul- 
gated as No. 29 of the Statutory Rules 
(London) of 1897, and that it was not 
published in Edinburgh, owing to its non- 
arrival from London, till several weeks 
after its provisions had been in opera- 
tion, he will therefore amend the recently 
created practice, carried out by the Act oi 
1893 for the publication of Statutory 
Rules, of printing Scotland’s Acts of 
Sederunt in London, as it causes delay, 
and has proved unworkable, as well as 
being manifestly unjust to Scotland, since 
even the Acts of the Legislatures of the 
Isle of Man and the Channel Islands are 
printed and published at Douglas and St. 
Heliers respectively? 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrews 
Burghs): My right honourable Friend 
the Lord Advocate has esked me 
to answer this Question, as he is en- 
gaged on a Committee upstairs. In reply 
to the first of the honourable Member’s 
Questions, my right honourable Friend 
is informed by the Controller of Her 
Majesty’s Stationery Office that all Scotch 
papers other than those prepared in 
offices situated in London, which could 
not, without inconvenience to the depart- 
ment preparing them, be printed out of 
London are now—unless under very ex- 
ceptional conditions such as those which 
apply to the Orders referred to in his 
second Question—printed in Scotland. 
As regards the second Question asked, 
under the regulations drawn up by the 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury, the 
Lord Chancellor, and the Speaker of the 
House of Commons, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Rules Publication 
Act of 1893, Acts of Sederunt, in common 
with all other Statutory Orders, are, as 
issued, sent to the Controller of the 
Stationery Office, who, in his capacity of 
‘Nueen’s printer of Acts of Parliament, 
is required to number them consecutively, 
to print and place them on sale sepa- 
rately, and at the end of the year to 





{il Jvzy 1898} 








the Yung-Tsze Valley. 466 


publish them in the collected volume of 
Statutory Orders. Provision for this has 
been made by a special contract under 
which the same type is available for the 
first issue and for the collected volume. 
To require that such Acts of Sederunt 
should first be printed in Scotland would 
necessitate a second printing which, as 
increasing risks of error, would be incon- 
venient, as well as extravagant. The par- 
ticular Act of Sederunt referred to was by 
an unintentional oversight not received 
by the Stationery Office from the Scottish 
rule-making authorities. until the 22nd 
January, 1897, when it was dealt with, 
without delay, in the usual manner. But 
as the Order was printed in Scotland, and 
the necessary copies issued by the 
printers there on the 22nd December, 
1896, no practical inconvenience resulted 
therefrom, and now the system is in 
proper working order there is no reason 
why any delay should occur in future. 


RAILWAY EXTENSION IN THE 
YANG-TSZE VALLEY. 

Mr. J. WALTON (York, W.R., 
Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the grant of a railway concession from 
Pekin to Han-kau, in the Yang-tsze 
Valley, has been made by the Chinese 
Government in favour of a Franco-Bel- 
gian syndicate, as announced by the 
French Foreign Office ; and whether the 
Government will lay upon the Table the 
terms of the agreement which has been 
made by Great Britain with China as to 
the occupation of the Yang-tsze Valley? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzox, Lancashire, Southport): We 
have heard that the contract with the Bel- 
gian syndicate for the construction of.the 
Pekin-Han-kau Line was signed on 
the 27th of June. There has been no 
agreement with China as to the occupa- 
tion of the Yang-tsze Valley. The agree- 
ment by which the Chinese Government 
undertook, in response to the request of 
Her Majesty’s Government, never to 
alienate any of the Yang-tsze Provinces, 
has already been laid in the China Blue 
Book, No. 85, at page 39. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Are the Yang-tsze provinces defined by 
exact boundaries? 


Mr. CURZON: The honourable Mem- 
ber can answer that Question by referring 
to the Blue Book himself. 





DOMINICA. 
Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has received a memorial from 
the people of Dominica protesting against 
the conditions laid down by the Colonial 
Office in relation to the recent Imperial 
grant to that island, which demand the 
modification of the existing constitution 
of Dominica, so as to ensure the pre- 
dominance of Crown nominees over 
elected representatives in the Legisla- 
ture; whether previous to the introduc- 
tion of centralised government there was 
a surplus in the Island Treasury ; yearly 
taxation not exceeding £14,000, and no 
public debt ; and whether the debt has 
reached £80,000, with annual deficits, 
since the control of the finances has been 
assumed by the Crown; and whether it 
is the intention of the Colonial Office to 
force this new constitution upon Domi- 
nica; and, if so, can he state on what 
grounds the change is required? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cramperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): No, Sir; but I have 
received a memorial from a considerable 
number of the inhabitants of the island, 
including many landowners and several 
of the clergy, praying for the establish- 
ment of Crown Colony Government. The 
change of constitution in Dominica, to 
which I suppose the honourable Member 
refers, took place in 1865, when the 
Assembly was composed of seven elected 
and seven nominated members. The 
island was at that date in a state of 
financial embarrassment, and it then 
owed £6,520 to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, £3,579 to its public officers for 
arrears of salary and pensions, and £698 
to sundry other creditors. The present 


debt is £70,000, which has been incurred 
chiefly for public works which were ap- 
proved by the Assembly. The proposal 
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for a change in the constitution is due 
to the fact that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment are not prepared to give aid w 
this and other West Indian colonies 
unless they have in their own hands the 
control of the finances. I may add thai 
out of a population of 26,841 onty 176 
electors took part in the voting for the 
elective members. 


GRANTS TO VOLUNTARY 
ASSOCIATIONS. 


SCHOOL 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
the Education Department has now re- 
ceived sufficient information from the 
various associations of Voluntary schools 
to enable it to decide whether the distri- 
bution of the aid grant to the associa- 
tions for the current year should be 
maintained on the same principle as last 
year, namely, at a rate of 5s. 9d. per 
scholar in urban schools and 3s. 3d. in 
rural schools, or whether the great dis- 
proportion of the grant will be redressed 
in favour of rural schools ? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The allotment to associations has already 
been made for the current year, at the 
same rates as before. Sufficient informa. 
tion has not yet been received to enable 
the Department to decide upon any 
change. 


COMPARATIVE EXPENDITURE IN 
ENGLISH AND IRISH SCHOOLS. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that it is stated in the 63rd Annual Re- 
port of the Commissioners of National 
Education that the average expenditure 
in Irish National schools is £2 2s. 103d., 
including model schools where the ex- 
penditure is £4 3s. 34d. per pupil, while 
the expenditure in English Board schools 
is £2 Ils. 113d. per pupil, in Scotland 
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£3 3s. 2d. per pupil ; whether the Report 
of the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation is correct; and whether any rea- 
son can be given why the salary of the 
Irish assistant teacher is only £63 as 
compared with the English assistant who 
receives £97, and the Scotch assistant 
£103 per annum? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to Tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GrRALD W. Batrour, Leeds, Central) : 
I have referred this Question to the Com- 
missioners of National Education; but 
as I have not yet been furnished with 
their observations I must ask the 
honourable Member to postpone the 
Question for a day or two. 


CORK MILK TRADE. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 
recently passed by the Cork Farmers’ 
Association complaining of the hardships 
inflicted upon suppliers of milk to the 
city of Cork owing to the method adopted 
under the Food and Drugs Act, of in- 
variably taking samples for analysis from 
the morning’s milk ; whether he is aware 
that the milk of cows competing for 
prizes at the recent Birmingham Agri- 
cultural Show produced only 2.45 of 
butter fat in the morning, as compared 
with 4.4 of butter fat in the evening ; 
and whether, in justice to the suppliers, 
he will suggest to the proper authority 
in Cork the desifability of taking samples 
of both morning and evening milk! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member has been good 
enough to forward me a copy of the reso 
lution referred to. I have no official 
knowledge that the fact is as stated in 
the second paragraph, but I observe that 
the resolution adopted by the Cork 
Farmers’ Association contains a state- 
ment to that effect. As regards the third 
paragraph the Executive Government 
have no duties to discharge in relation to 
the enforcement of the provisions of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, which is 
carried out by the local authority. In 
the city of Cork the local authority is 
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the town council, and I have directed 
that a copy of the honourable Mem- 
ber’s Question be communicated to that 
body, though I am informed that as a. 
matter of fact samples of milk have been 
taken both in the morning and evening.. 


PRIVATE HEPPINGSTALL, LEICESTER- 
SHIRE REGIMENT. 

Mr. McLAREN (Leicester, Bos- 
worth): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether the de- 
ferred pay and effects of the late Private 
Heppingstall, of the Leicestershire Regi- 
ment, who died six months ago, are still 
retained by the War Office instead of 
being handed to his next of kin ; whether 
it is alleged by the War Office that the 
effects have not yet been reported by the- 
colonel of the regiment, notwithstanding: 
repeated demands by the next of kin; 
and whether it is consistent with the 
Army Regulations for commanding 
officers of regiments to retain the effects: 
of deceased soldiers. and also their de- 
ferred pay for long periods, instead of 
promptly reporting them to the War 
Office on the death of the soldier ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To toe 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powert Wituams,. 
Birmingham, S.): The effects of the late 
Private Heppingstall have just been re- 
ported, and the amount has been issued 
to the agent for payment to his father. 
The delay, as already explained, was: 
unavoidable under the circumstances. 


CRIMEAN AND INDIAN MUTINY 
VETERANS. 

Mr. McLAREN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that large numbers of old sol- 
diers who served in the Crimean War 
and Indian Mutiny are living in the re- 
ceipt of parish relief, or in very poor cir- 
cumstances, in Leicestershire and other 
parts of the country; whether all these 
men over 65 years of age are to 
be considered under the new arrange- 
ment between the War Office and 
the Treasury as candidates qualified to 
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receive the special grant, as well as any 
under that age who have been certified 
dy an Army medical officer to be totally 
incapacitated by bodily infirmity from 
earning a living; and whether any mini- 
mum number of years’ service is neces- 
sary to qualify an old soldier for a com- 
passionate allowance! 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: My right 
honourable Friend has asked me to 
answer this Question. He is not aware 
oof the facts as stated in the first para- 
graph. The conditions of the grant of 
compassionate Campaign Pensions re- 
ferred to in the second paragraph are 
accurately stated, and a further condition 
as a minimum of ten years’ colour service. 
3,194 have already been relieved under 
this power. 


SCOTCH FISHERY BOARD YOTE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate how much 
of the Item for Marine Superintendence 
on the Fishery Board Vote it is intended 
to reduce in view of the proposed alloca- 
tion of £15,000 from the local taxation 
¢Scotland) account ! 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER: In reply to the 
thonourable Member’s Question, I am 
requested to say that in the event 
referred to the item for Marine Superin- 
ttendence will no longer appear on the 
Fishery Board Vote. This will make a 
difference of £2,839, the sum expended 
on the upkeep of the Board’s present 
cruiser Vigilant. 


BROOK HOSPITAL. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
‘Local Government Board if he has had 
his attention called to a discrepancy of 
£70,000 between the estimate of the 
architect for the Brook Hospital and the 
final cost of this building; and if he 
will consent to supply the House with a 
Return showing the actual cost of each 
of the hospitals of the Metropolitan Hos- 
pital Asylum Board in comparison with 
the original estimate for the same? 


Mr. McLaren. 
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THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAYJ, 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
uN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): There is 
a large discrepancy, amounting to up- 
wards of £60,000, between the estimate 
of the architect, and the cost of the hos- 
pital buildings, and the subject is receiy- 
ing my attention. If the honourable 
Member gives notice of a Motion for a 
Return I will consider the Question. 


LARNE HARBOUR. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg io 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, with 
reference to the Royal visit to Ireland in 
1897, (1) whether he is aware that it had 
been arranged that the Royal party 
should embark from Larne for Scotland 
on board the yacht Victoria and Albert, 
but that at the last moment the com- 
mander said it was impossible to take the 
yacht into Larne Harbour ; (2) whether he 
is aware that there were neither mines nor 
obstructions of any kind in Larne Har- 
bour at the time, that for a considerable 
period Larne was a port of calling for 
the large Transatlantic steamers of the 
State Line, and that one of the largest 
steamers ever built by the eminent firm 
of Messrs. Harland and Wolff had entered 
Larne Harbour on her trial trip; and (3) 
whether the Admiralty authorities have 
since made any inspection of the har- 
bour to test the statement of the com- 
mander ? 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarryey, Antrim, 
S.): With reference to the two first para- 
graphs of the Question, I must refer the 
honourable Member to my answer to the 
honourable and gallant Member for East 
Antrim on March last. My answer to the 
third paragraph is in the negative. 


VIVISECTION. 


Mr. J. ELLIS (Notts, Rushcliffe): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of Staie for 
the Home Department what were the 
severer measures which he stated had 
been taken in respect of the persons who 
were reported by the inspector as having 
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committed breaches of the Cruelty to 
Animals Act, 1876, by performing painfu! 
experiments on living animals without 
the necessary licences or certificates! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Temporary 
suspension of and refusal to renew 
licences. 

Mr. J. ELLIS: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he can state or lay upon the 
Table the terms of the conditions and 
regulations attached by the Home Office 
to the licences and certificates granted 
to persons for the performance of pain- 
fu! experiments on living animals under 
the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The conditions 
are not always the same, but may vary 
according to the nature of the investi- 
gation. It is hardly possible, therefore, 
for me to state all the conditions attached 
to licences and certificates. The most 
important conditions, however (besides 
the limitations as to place, time, and 
number of experiments), and the condi- 
tions most frequently imposed, are those 
as to reporting and the use of antisep- 
tics. The latter condition is that the 
animals are to be treated with strict anti- 
septic precautions, and, if these fail and 
pain results, they are to be killed im- 
mediately under anesthetics. The report- 
ing conditions are, in brief, that a written 
record, in a prescribed form, is to be 
kept of every experiment, and is to be 
open for examination by the inspector ; 
that a report of all experiments is to be 
forwarded to the inspector ; and that any 
published account of an experiment is to 
be transmitted to the Secretary of State. 
Another condition requires the imme- 
diate destruction under anesthetics of an 
animal in which severe pain has been in- 
duced after the main result of the 
experiment has been attained. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
Is it not a fact that since the Act was 
passed in 1876 there have never been any 
prosecutions under the Act? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am not aware 
of that. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Well, I am, 


Sir. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGISTERS. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I bez 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, on or be- 
fore 8th July, the clerks of unions must 
return marked registers to clerks of 
peace, which the latter must publish on 
or before 22nd July; whether claims 
must be sent in by 4th August, and be 
published by 11th August ; whether ob- 
jections must be sent in by 20th August, 
and published by 22nd August; and 
if he will state which sets of these dates 
it is calculated to affect in 1898 by 
throwing them forward one week, and 1s 
it officials or objectors it is proposed to 
convenience } 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxrysoy, Londonderry, 
N.): The reply to the several Questions 
in the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
All the sets of dates will be thrown for- 
ward one week. This was done mainly 
for the relief of the officials, owing to the 
increase of work required to be done, not 
for the convenience of objectors. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Very kind! 


IMPRISONMENT OF MR. HALSTEAD. 

Mr. PRYCE-JJONES (Montgomery 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he is aware that W. Freeman Halstead. 
a native of Canada, hoiding a British: 
passport granted by the Governor ot 
Jamaica, was arcested in February last 
in San Juan, Porto Rizo, while acting ai 
special correspondent for the Yew York 
Herald, and that, after being imprisoned 
for over two months without trial, he was 
sentenced by court-martial to nine years” 
imprisonment as a spy; and whether any, 
and, if so, what steps have been taken to 
secure his release or a commutation of 
his sentence? 


Mr. CURZON: The facts that have 
been reported to us about the case of 
Mr. Halstead are as follows: He was 
arrested at San Juan in the early part of 
the year for photographing the fortifica- 
tions of San Juan, Port Rico, but was 
released on its being ascertained that he 
was a British subject. A short time after 
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he was again discovered photographing 
the forts and guns, and was re-arrested, 
tried by court-martial, and sentenced to 
nine years’ imprisonment. Further re- 
ports have recently been received from 
Her Majesty’s Consul and, as it appears 
from these that the conditions of Mr. 
Halstead’s imprisonment have been 
altered in a manner which is likely to 
seriously affect his health, Her Majesty s 
Ambassador at Madrid has been in- 


structed to represent the case to the 
Spanish Government, with a view to his 
being treated in a more humane manner 
during his confinement, and to express 
their hope that there may be some even- 
tual mitigation of the term of the sen- 
tence imposed upon him. 





NAVY. 

Mr. McKILLOP (Stirlingshire): I bee 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether any steps are being taken by the 
Admiralty to investigate the supply of 
high-class steam coal which is available in 
Scotland ; and whether opportunities will 
be given to firms owning such coal to 
tender? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: In reply to my 
honourable Friend who has been in com- 
munication with me on this matter, | 
have to say that the Admiralty are fully 
aware of the merits and demerits of 
Scotch coal. Should, however, any be 
offered which has not hitherto been 
tested, the usual steps will be taken to 
ascertain its merits, and opportunities 
will be given to the collieries which are 
approved to tender. 


SCOTCH COAL FOR THE 


PROMOTION IN THE ROYAL IRISH 
CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware 
that in the Belfast Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary there are two promotion lists, a 
public and a private list; can he state 
how many Roman Catholic and how 
many Protestant constables respectively, 
of over 15 years’ service, are on the public 
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promotion list who have been refused 
recommendation by their officers for the 
private list ; how is it that constables who 
are qualified for the public list are not 
considered suitable for advancement 
unless they obtain a recommendation 
from their officers ; and can he explain the 
disparity which exists between the pro- 
motion of Protestants as compared with 
Roman Catholics; is he aware that out 
of 30 promotions made in 1897-8 only 
nine of that number were Roman Catho. 
lics, the remaining 21 being either Protes- 
tants or Presbyterians; will he state if 
equal facilities are offered to each man 
on the promotion list in Belfast to ad- 
vance himself ; and will the men in future 
be informed when they have completed 
20 years’ service whether they need look 
forward for promotion? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There are 
two constabulary promotion lists in Bel- 
iast—one an annual or general list, which, 
however, is in no sense a public list ; and 
the other a quarterly one. Similar lists 
are in use in every county throughout 
Ireland. The number of men with more 
than 15 years’ service in Belfast, who 
are on the annual but not on the 
quarterly list, is 79, of whom 37 are 
Roman Catholics. No man is considered 
suitable for advancement unless he is 
recommended by his officers. Of the 
promotions made in Belfast in the quarter 
ended 30th June, five were Roman Catho- 
lics. and seven Protestants. Of the 30 
promotions made in the period men- 
tioned in the fourth paragraph, nine were 
Roman Catholics, eight Presbyterians, 
and 13 Episcopalian and other Protes- 
tants. The reply to the fifth paragraph is 
in the affirmative. The question of reli- 
gion does not enter into consideration in 
deciding upon a man’s qualifications for 
promotion. A constable of 20 years’ ser- 
vice and over is not debarred from pro- 
motion, provided he is considered by his 
officers qualified for advancement. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If religion is not 
an element to be taken into considera- 
tion, and as there are far more Catholics 
than Protestants in the force, how is it 
that the proportion of Protestants pro- 
moted is so much greater 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 








Mr. Curzon. 
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RUSSIAN ACTION IN CHINA. 


CotoneL MILWARD (Warwick, Strat- 
ford-upon Avon): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Government has confirma- 
tion of the alleged opposition of the Rus- 
sian Government to the construction of 
the Niuchwang extension of the Pekin 
and Taku Railway by money borrowed 
from the Hong-kong and Shanghai Bank, 
and of the threats of compensation em- 
ployed by the Russian Government ; 
whether such opposition foreshadows a 
definite and exclusive sphere of Russian 
influence ; and whether such action upon 
the part of Russia will cause an altera- 
tion in the policy hitherto pursued by 
Great Britain? 


Mr. CURZON : Her Majesty’s Minister 
at Pekin has telegrapned that the Rus- 
sian Chargé d’Affaires has made use of no 
such threat as that reported in the Press 
and alluded to in the Question. In these 
circumstances the considerations indi- 
cated in the second and third Questions 
do not arise. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
KILKENNY UNION. 

Mr. McDERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the house of John Man- 
ning, in the townland of Monabricka, Kil- 
kenny Union, has been certified to be 
unfit for human habitation; whether a 
representation form was filled up three 
years ago; and what steps have since 
been taken by the Local Government 
Board to provide him with a labourer’s 
cottage ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 
are correctly stated in the first and 
second paragraphs. I understand that 
Manning’s representation was received by 
the guardians when they were engaged 
in the erection of cottages under previous 
schemes, and that the guardians decided 
to postpone making further schemes 
until these cottages were completed. The 
representation from Manning will be 
included in the next scheme. 
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IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, see- 
ing that the members of the Viceregal 
Commission appointed to inquire into the 
working of Irish Intermediate Educa- 
tion are also members of the board whose 
work is the subject of inquiry, and that 
dissatisfaction exists respecting the work 
of the Intermediate Education Board, he 
will increase the members of the Commis- 
sion by a majority of educational experts 
and business men who are not members 
of the Intermediate Education Board? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Inter- 
mediate Education Board itself ap- 
proached the Irish Government with a 
request that it should be constituted a 
commission of inquiry into the subject 
of Irish Intermediate Education. I under- 
stand that so far from being biased 19 
favour of the system which they adminis- 
ter, they entirely share the general dis- 
satisfaction with which it is regarded. 
It is not the work of the board, but the 
system itself, which is to be inquired into, 
and I do not think sufficient reason exists 
for adding additional members to the 
Commission. 


IMPORTED MEAT. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, will he explain why 
no prosecution can follow a person or 
property from a foreign company con- 
signing unsound or diseased meat into 
this country; and whether he can ar- 
range that legal penalties will ensue to 
importers similar to those inflicted on 
native producers under like  cir- 
cumstances ? 


THe PRESIDENT or tus LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: When meat 
has been seized on the ground of its 
being diseased or unsound, the person to 
whom the same belongs or did belong 
at the time of exposure for sale or in 
whose possession or on whose premises 
the same is found, is liable to a penalty, 
or may at the discretion cf the justices 
be sentenced to imprisonment without the 
option of a fine. This provision applies 
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equally to unsound or diseased meat, 
whether imported from abroad or native 
produce, and there is no exemption in 
the case of meat sent to this country by 
a foreign company. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Have there 
ever been any prosecutions in connection 
with the importation of diseased meat! 


Top PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: If diseased 
meat is found exposed for sale, the per- 
son exposing it is prosecuted, no matter 
where the meat comes from. 


Saleen Pier, 


Mr. FLYNN: But has there ever been 
any prosecution in connection with im- 
ported meat! 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: Oh! I cannot 
say that. 


ORANGE DEMONSTRATION IN 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Executive 
will provide that at the Orange demon- 
stration, which it is announced will be 
held in the town of Donegal on the 12th 
July, the route of the Orange procession 
shall not be through localities where the 
population is mainly Roman Catholic? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that it is not contemplated that 
there will be any procession through the 
localities referred to, but that contin- 
gents may pass through the town. As 
already stated by me, every possible pre- 
caution will be taken for the preserva- 
tion of the peace on the occasion. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 
whether the right honourable Gentleman 
is aware that the arrangements have been 
so altered that contingents of the proces- 
sion are to pass through the town with 
bands and banners? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
is a repetition of the Question already 
put. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, Sir; I 
am only offering the right honourable 
Gentleman some further particulars, 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
the magistrates assembled in Donegal 
under a Protestant resident magistrate 
on Wednesday last decided unanimously 
that for. the preservation of peace and 
order it would be necessary to prohibit 
the procession from marching through 
Catholic quarters? And is he not prepared 
to apply to the Protestant town of Done 
gal the same rules as have been applied 
to the city of Belfast? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
aware of the facts stated by the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo. As regards 
the Question of the honourable Member 
for South Donegal, I understand that only 
certain contingents will pass through the 
town, and even then not through those 
parts which are for the most part Roman 
Catholic. Unless these contingeffts passa. 
through the town they would have to. 
make a detour of four or five miles to get 
to the place of meeting. 


Mr. DILLON: But is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that the 
magistrates have unanimously decided 
that the procession ought not to pass 
through the streets of Donegal, and will 
he see that it is not allowed to do so} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
prepared to say that the procession 
should not pass through the streets. I 
understand that the magistrates have: 
taken every possible precaution for the 
preservation of the peace. 


SALEEN PIER, COUNTY KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can state what was the report 
of the inspector who lately inspected 
Saleen Pier, county Kerry ; and whether 
the necessary improvements required will 
be made? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The en- 
gineer’s report points to the desirability 
of constructing a slip at the steps of the 
pier in order to provide adequate accom- 
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modation for cattle. The Commissioners 
of Public Works have informed the grand 
jury that if they will accept transfer of 
the pier under the powers given by the 
Shannon Act of 1885, a suitable slip will 
be provided by the Board of Works with- 
out cost to the county. The subject is 
being considered by the grand jury at 
the present assizes, and no action can be 
taken until their decision is known. 


TRISH ASSISTANT NATIONAL 
TEACHERS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will grant a return of 
the number of assistant teachers in Ire- 
land under the National Board, giving 
respectively the number of Ist, 2nd, and 
3rd class assistants? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
ealled for the information desired in this 
Question, and if the honourable Member 
will repeat it on Thursday I hope to be 
then able to give him the figures, 


Mr. FLAVIN: Thursday. 


LISNASKEA POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, is 
he aware that the recent improved mail 
arrangements between Dundalk and En- 
niskillen have not benefited the impor- 
tant market town of Lisnaskea; and 
‘whether he will take steps to extend the 
improved service to Lisnaskea? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THe 
‘TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hannvry, Pres- 
ton): The accelerated day mail train 
from Dundalk to Enniskillen is to call 
at Lisnaskea, but whether the postmen’s 
delivery should be made at once or wait, 
as before, for the arrival of the Scotch 
‘letters, is a matter which is being con- 
sidered. In any case, callers will be able 
to obtain their English letters earlier. 
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JAMAICA’S SPIRIT LICENCE LAW. 

Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has received a 
memorial from the inhabitants of 
Jamaica respecting a new spirit licence 
law recently passed by the Jamaica Legis- 
lature ; and whether, in accordance with 
the prayer of the memorialists, he will 
advise Her Majesty the Queen to withhold 
Her assent from the Bill? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tim: 
COLONIES: I have such a memorial 
from certain inhabitants of Jamaica. 
After careful consideration of the Bill 
Her Majesty has been advised to disallow 
the law. 


TIMOTHY LEARY’S HOLDING. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Timothy Leary, tenant, R. H. E. White, 
landlord, heard 12th Jannary last; 
whether he is aware that Mr. Crean, 
Legal Commissioner, after hearing evi- 
dence and examining receipts, decided 
that the tenant was entitled to have a 
fair rent fixed, pursuant to section 58, 
sub-section (5), Land Act, 1881; that 
evidence as to value was then given, and 
the Lay Commissioner visited the hold- 
ing; and that in May last the tenant re- 
ceived a notice that the case was dis- 
missed; and what explanation can be 
given for this decision in contradiotion 
to the opinion expressed by Mr. Crean 
in January? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No deci- 
sion, I am informed, was given by the 
Sub-Commission Court at the hearing of 
this case as to the tenant’s right to have 
a fair rent fixed, and the case was even- 
tually dismissed. If either party feels 
aggrieved by the order of the Sub-Com- 
missioners, he is, of course, at liberty 
to lodge an appeal. The case having 
been adjudicated upon it would be im- 
proper to call for any explanation such 
as is suggested in the last paragraph of 
the Question. 
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PENALTIES ON GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. H. LEWIS (Flint. Boroughs): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty what was the total number and 
amount of the penalties incurred by con- 
tractors for delay in the fulfilment of 
contracts during the financial year end- 
ing 3lst March, 1897; whether any of 
such penalties have been enforced ; and, 
if so, in how many cases; and what is 
the total amount of the penalties re 
covered from the contractors! 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Penalties amoun:- 
ing to £80,000 were incurred by con- 
tractors for shipbuilding, gun mount- 
ings, and armaments in &7 cases during 
the period in question, and the penalties 
were enforced in two cases to the extent 


of £60. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): Arising out 
of that answer, may I ask whether anv 
penalties have been exacted from the 
builders of the engines of the Powerful 
and Terrible, seeing that they have 
broken down! 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I am not aware 
that any penalties were incurred by the 
builders of the engines of the Powerful 
and 7Jerrihle, or that the statement of the 
honourable Member that they have 
broken dowa is correct. 


Mr. ALLAN: 
this House by 
Admiralty! 


Was it not admitted in 
the First Lord of the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the Ad- 
miralty consider the advisability of in 
future holding people to their contracts! 


[No Reply. ] 


LORD CHANCELLOR'S PATRONAGE. 
Mr. S. GEDGE (Walsall): I beg to 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury to 
what member of the Government in this 
House Questions should be addressed with 
reference to the Lord Chancellor’s exer- 
cise of patronage or other action for 
which, as a Minister of the Crown, he is 
responsible to this House? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, Manchester, 
E.): Questions of this kind, if they ars 
to be asked at all, should be addressed 
to me. 


Mr. GEDGE: I did put this Question 
to my right honourable Friend in the 
first place, and at his request I addressed 
myself to the Home Secretary, who said 
that it was not in his Department. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): } 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
what action the Government propose to 
take for introducing a system of old age 
pensions, as they now have the Report of 
the Committee! 


Mr. LEWIS: May I at the same 
time ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the inability of the 
Committee on Old Age Pensions to ac- 
cept any of the schemes submitted to 
them, and their failure to formulate one 
themselves, the Government propose to 
submit for the consideration of Parlia- 
ment a scheme of their own, or to take 
any other, and, if so, what steps to re- 
deem the most important of all the 
pledges made to their supporters at the 
last General Election! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tus TREA- 
SURY: The honourable Gentlemen who 
put these Questions on the Paper are 
aware that the Report has only just been 
presented, and that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have not had time to consider the 
very important matters which are thus 
laid before the country. Of course, in 
any case the question would not be dealt 
with in the course of the present Session. 


Mr. WARNER: Will! the right honour- 
able Gentleman make a statement before 
the end of the Session as to when the 
subject will be dealt with? 


CommanxpER BETHELL (Yorks., E.R., 
Holderness) was understood to ask if the 
right honourable Gentleman had _ not 
made a promise on the subject. 


[No Reply.]} 
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INDIAN EXPENDITURE COMMISSION. 

Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he is aware that 
it is now more than 12 months since the 
evidence before the Indian Expenditure 
Commission was finally closed, and that 
no Draft Report has yet been submitted 
by the chairman to the members of the 
Commission ; and is there any prospect 
of the Report being issued in time for 
the Budget discussion in the Session of 
1899? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The chairman of the Commis- 
sion, Lord Welby, informs me that he has 
not yet been able to complete the Draft 
Report, but that he intends to submit 
to the Commission the first part in a few 
days, and hopes to complete it before 
the Recess. 


UGANDA. 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
will present to the House further Papers 
respecting the recent operations in 
Uganda, in continuation of the Papers 
already presented this Session (Africa, 
No. 2, 1898)? 


Mr. CURZON: Further Papers are 
already in preparation, and will shortly 
be laid, bringing the history of events 
down to the end of April. 


SUGAR BOUNTY CONFERENCE. 

CotoxeL Sir H. VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he is 
in a position to give the House any in- 
formation as to the proceedings at the 
International Conference convened at 
Brussels by the Belgian Government upon 
Sugar Bounties, as to the probable result 
thereof as regards the abolition of the 
bounties, and as to the reason why the 
Conference has adjourned sine die; and 
if he can lay upon the Table the instruc- 
tions issued to the representatives of 
Her Majesty at the Conference? 
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Mr. CURZON: My honourable Friend 
will find a full answer to his Question, 
as well as the instructions to the British 
delegates, in the Papers which are about 
to be presented. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
the Abercromby Division of Liverpeol, 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he has any infor- 
mation whether at the adjournment of 
the Conference at Brussels the Belgian 
Government undertook to negotiate with 
certain Powers to promote a common 
agreement as to the Sugar Bounties, 
and whether that Government has now 
declined to take any such action : and, if 
so, whether there is a reasonable hope of 
the abolition of bounties by internaticnal 
agreement?! 


Mr. CURZON: The circumstances 
attending the adjournment of the recent 
Conference at Brussels will be foun 
narrated in the Papers about to be laid. 
We have not heard of any refusal on the 
part of the Belgian Government to act 
in the matter. 


SALE OF POISONS IN BELFAST. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that an inquest was 
held at Belfast on 18th May last on the 
body of a man named Robert Patterson, 
when it was proved that Patterson was 
supplied with a scheduled poison at an 
establishment in Mill Street, Belfast, 
owned by the Ulster Chemists, Limited ; 
that he was given the poison without the 
statutory requirement of knowledge by 
or introduction to the seller, or the sign- 
ing of the book kept for the registration 
of such sales, contrary to the provisions 
of the Poisons (Ireland) Act; will he 
explain why, although the Pharmaceu- 
tical Society of Ireland drew the atten- 
tion of the inspector general of constabu- 
lary to the matter, he has replied that 
it has been decided that they would not 
undertake prosecutions of this kind! 
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Sm J. HASLETT (Belfast, N.): Is 
the right honourable Gentleman aware 
that the poison was sold to the customer 
in the shop; that it was duly registered 
in the poisons book, and signed for 
according to the law? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 
of the case mentioned in the Question 
were fully investigated by Government, 
who were advised that it was not one in 
which the Crown should institute a prose- 
cution, and that proceedings in the case 
should be taken by the Pharmaceutical 
Society, if so advised. 


COUNTY MONAGHAN CESS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant for Ireland whether he can state 
if any of the cess collectors of county 
Monaghan, at the recent assizes, re- 
turned as unrecoverable county cess on 
evicted farms; and, if so, whether he 
can give the name of the landlord who 
owns the evicted farms, whether he is a 
grand juror, and the amount unrecover- 
able? 


Mr. GERALD BALYOUR: The Seere- 
tary of the grand jury states that there 
were two applications for re-presentments 
of uncolicctable cess at the last Monaghan 
Assizes amounting to £44 12s. 3d. and 
£9 &s. dd. respectively. He has no means 
of ascertaining the names of the land- 
lords who own the lands, as the applica- 
tions for re-presentment do not contain 
the information. 


Mr. DALY: Can the right honourable 
Gentleman give the name of the 
collector ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I really do 
not know it. 


Mr. DALY: I will put a Question on 
the subject on Thursday. 


ALLEGED FATALITY FROM VACCINA- 
TION. 
The following Question appeared on 
the Paper— 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
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Local Government Board whether, in the 
cease of the child Frederick Edwards, 
whose death has been found by a 
coroner’s inquest in Southwark to have 
been caused by erysipelas set up by vacci- 
nation, this child was vaccinated by Dr, 
Cory, superintendent of the National 
Vaccine Establishment, Lamb’s Conduit 
Street; whether the lymph used was 
glycerinated calf-lymph, and similar to 
that used in the case of the child Annie 
Little, in Battersea, whose death was 
recently found by a coroner’s inquest also 
to be due to erysipelas set up by vaccina- 
tion ; whether it has been brought to his 
notice that Dr. Cory, although requested 
to attend the inquest by the ccroner, Mr. 
Langham, failed to attend; and what 
steps he proposes to take in reference 
to Dr. Cory, and to prevent the use of 
lymph which has produced these fatal 
results? 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
is aware that a death occurred on 20th 
June at 17, Railway Approach, London 
Bridge, from erysipelas following vaccina- 
tion by Dr. Cory at the National Vaccine 
Establishment on 24th May ; whether he 
is aware that Dr. Cory did not attend the 
inquest, although the coroner’s officer is 
reported to have said that he had written 
to Dr. Cory, telling him the time of the 
inquiry ; and whether he will give instruc- 
tions that a public inquiry shall be made 
into all the circumstances connected with 
this death? 


When, in the usual course, Mr. SPEAKER 
invited the honourable Member for East 
Northamptonshire to put his Question, 
the honourable Member was not in his 
place. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The honour- 
able Member is not here to ask the 
Question, but I think it is in the public 
interest that it should be answered. I 
desire to answer also the Question of the 
honourable Member for Stepney. The 
child in question was vaccinated, as stated, 
by the superintendent of the National 
Vaccine Establishment on the 24th May. 
The lymph used was not glycerinated 
calf lymph, the child being vaccinated 
with 12 other children at the same time, 
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from the same calf, from calf to arm. 
The 13 children were inspected seven 
days afterwards on the 31st May, and in 
all of them the vaccination had followed 
the normal course, and it was not until 
20 days after vaccination that the child 
was brought again to the station and 
found to be suffering from erysipelas. 
The ordinary period of incubation of 
erysipelas is from one to three days, and 
the period which elapsed between vacci- 
nation and the appearance of erysipelas 
shows that the erysipelas was due not 
to the lymph, but to secondary infection 
during the third week after vaccination. 
Dr. Cory was not requested to attend the 
inquest. He was informed that an in- 
quest would be held on the 30th June, 
at an hour when he had to vaccinate a 
large number of persons, and he there- 
fore on the 29th visited Dr. Burke, who 
had attended the child, and gave him all 
the information he possessed as to the 
case. As a public inquiry has been held 
by the coroner, who is reported to have 
stated to the jury that there was no 
evidence that the child died from ery- 
sipelas set up by vaccination—thus con- 
firming the information which I have 
received—I do not see the necessity for 
a further inquiry. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


(Further proceedings, on consideration, 
as amended.) 


Another clause— 


“The guardians, with the consent of the 
Local Government Board, may make regula- 
tions for—(a) the conversion of workhouse 
hospitals into district hospitals, and (b) the 
transfer of the duties and powers of the 
guardians as regards such hospitals and the 
administrative control thereof to a committee 
of hospital governors appointed by the 
guardians, consisting wholly or partly 6f mem- 
bers of their own body, and (c) the payment 
and accommodation under which private 
patients may be admitted. 

“The guardians, acting through the said 


committee and subject to the regulations of 
the Local Government Board, shall properly 
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manage and maintain such district hospitals, 
and may appoint and remove officers and regu- 
late expenditure, and may receive and appiy 
for the benefit of such district hospitals any 
endowments or subscriptions given by private 
persons for such purposes. 

“ Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all moneys provided 
out of rates, the acts of the committee shall 
not require confirmation by the guardians.”— 
(Sir J. Colomb.) 


*Si J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I think a new clause of this description 
is very much needed, and I beg to move 
that it be read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I have 


no objection whatever to the Amendment. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY to tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GeraLtp Batrovr, Leeds, Central): 
I accept this clause in its amended form. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): So 
far as I am concerned, I cannot see that 
the honourable Member for North Louth 
is justified in accepting this Amendment. 
This Amendment seeks to convert— 


“ workhouse hospitals into district hospitals 
and the transfer of the duties and powers of 
the guardians as regards such hospitals and 
the administrative control thereof to a com- 
mittee of hospital governors appointed bv the 
guardians, consisting wholly or partly of mem- 
bers of their own body, and the payment and 
accommodation under which private patients 
may be admitted.” 


If so, what is to become of the sick poor 
for whom workhouse hospitals were origi- 
nally designed? Where will you put 
these people if you convert workhouse 
hospitals into district hospitals? Do you 
intend to have two sets of hospitals—one 
for private paying patients and one for 
the poor? If that is so, then it is not 
proposed in a very straightforward 
manner. At present there is accommoda- 
tion for all patients in Irish workhouses, 
and if the intention is that paying 
patients should occupy one set of build- 
ings there is no need for such a clause. 
That at present is allowed. But if this 
clause passes it must inevitably lead to 
the appointment of additional attendants 
and indefinite expenditure upon officers 
and upon buildings, which will lead to an 
additional burden being thrown upon us 
by the appointment of the new officers, 
or by giving additional salaries to the 
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existing ones. This clause will open 
the door to heavy additional out- 
lay upon officers; but it is objec- 
tionable, not only on the ground 
of officers, but on the ground of 
government. It is obiectionable on 


the ground of government, inasmuch as it 
seeks to transfer from the guardians all 
the duties and all the powers and all the 
administrative business for which they 
will be elected. Why do you elect guar- 
dians? It seems 2 useless thing to elect 
them, and then deprive them of all their 
powers and of all this work. You will 
always find a lot of clamour—a lot of 
aspirants who are endeavouring to open 
the door for new appointments. That is 
my experience of local bodies. As I said, 
this clause seeks to deprive the elected 
guardians—the men elected for the pur- 
pose of attending to this very thing—of 
their duties. It deprives them of their 
powers of administrative control, and 
transfers them to a hybrid committee. 
The guardians will also lose all control 
over the acts of this committee, except so 
far as the rates are concerned. Just ima- 
gine a board of guardians elected to 
attend to the affairs of the union and the 
hospital, deprived of all those powers of 
administrative control, and of control 
over the actions of this committee. This 
clause says— 

“Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all moneys provided 
out of the rates, the acts of the committee shall 
not require confirmation by the guardians.” 
Just imagine, again, a board of guardians 
transferring to the committee all their 
powers, so that the committee may, if it 
chooses, act quite contrary to the guar- 
dians. I think it is a most highly objec- 
tionable clause, and so far as I am con- 
cerned it is not only objectionable, but 
it is dangerous. It opens the door to 
increase of rates, and it is dangerous to 
the ratepayers. I shall offer my most 
strenuous opposition to this clause, even 
irrespective of my honourable Friend the 
Member for Louth. I do not think it is 
quite fair of the Government to accept a 
clause of this kind without fair notice 
being given. Claiming as I do that this 
clause will open the door to additional 
expenditure, I shall oppose it in the very 
strongest possible manner. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): I 
think that the Chief Secretary mignt 
Mr. Jordan. 
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have waited till there was a general ex- 
pression of opinion delivered in favour 
of accepting this clause, instead of at 
once jumping up and saying that he 
accepted it. What docs this clause do? 
It proposes to strike a blew at the local 
government of Ireland, because it will 
enable the guardians who are elected to 
nominate other men to do the duties for 
which they were returned. This is 
taking away with one hand what is given 
by the other. The right honourable 
Gentleman told us that committees would 
be a thing of the past. What is this 
clause setting up but committees! I 
say that if the Chief Secretary persists 
in supporting this clause, he will not be 
keeping to the promise he made of doing 
away with dispensing committees. He 
distinctly told us that these dispensing 
committees would be done away with, 
but this clause will create dispensing 
committees of the werst form. The dis- 
pensing committees of the past were at 
least representative in character. Three- 
fourths of them were composed of the 
elected guardians, but in the proposed 
new clause there is no provision of any 
kind as to the number’ of elected 
guardians that is to form part of these 
comiittees. It seems to me that this 
proposal is so much at variance with the 
principles of the Bill that we are entitled, 
speaking here on behalf of the ratepayers, 
to take up some little time of the House 
in discussing a matter of this sort. Re 
member this, that this clause cuts at the 
very foundations cf representative govern- 
ment. What is the use of representative 
government if n as these bodies 
are elected their duties and powers are 
delegate] to unrepresentative men! I 
listened to the right honourable Gentle- 
man here on the Committee stage, when he 
refused to accept an Amendment to trans- 
fer from the guardians their duties, and 
I approved of the course he took then; 
but I do not approve of the course he is 
adopting on the present occasion, in try- 
ing to whittle away as much as he can 
the benefits that the Irish people are to 
receive under this Bill. This clause cuts 
at the very root ol the poor law. It 
looks as if we were going to give to 
peuperism a kind of veneer, and it is not 
to be made into a public affair. That 
is a principle which will cause people to 
forget what they ougnt to do for them- 
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selves, anl provide for old age. I think 
it is a principle that ought not to be 
encouraged, becruse we should endeavour 
to teach the people that the workhouse 
is a place of resort only when they have 
no other place to go to. The principle 
embodied in this clause is one which I 
believe will create a bad spirit in the 
minds of the Irish people, because it will 
make them feel an indifference as to 
where they spend the remainder of their 
days. This clause proposes that the 
ccmmittee shall consist wholly or partly 
of guardians, but it does not say what 
number of guardians there are to be on 
it; it does not say that they shall be at 
least three-fourths, or even that they 
shall preponderate. It simply says— 

“ The transfer of the duties and powers of 
the guardians as regards such hospitals and 
the administrative control thereof to a com- 
mittee of hospital governors appointed by the 
guardians, consisting wholly or partly of mem- 
bers of their own body.” 

It does not say what proportion of elec- 
tive guardians there shall be. If some 
provision had been embodied that three- 
fourths of them should be elected guar- 
dians I should not have the objections 
which Ihave now. But under this clause 
there may be three-fourths of the outside 
public in whose selection the electors had 
no voice. This is a most monstrous pro- 
vision to insert in a Local Government 
Bill, and yet the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary jumps up and 
accepts this clause. Does he think that 
the guardians of Ireland can carry Acts 
of Parliament in their trousers? They 
will do what the clerk tells them. He is 
the expounder cf the law. I adhere very 
much to the declaration made by Mr. 
Gladstone, that the professional classes in 
this House were a danger to the rate- 
payers. I have seen it verified in the 
present instance. I say that the presence 
of the professional classes in this House 
is @ menace to this House, because on 
every occasion whenever there is any- 
thing to be saddled on the rates, and a 
uew burden to be imposed, the henourable 
and learned Members are at one. I con- 
sider that it is a scandal, and I hope that 
the ratepayers of Ireland, when they see 
who has imposed on them this new 
burden, will see who are their friends 
and who are not. I oppose the Second 
Reading of this clause. 
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*Sm T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I do 


not belong to any profession, and pos- 
sibly on that account I may escape the 
censures of my honourable Friend, but 
I think he is acting under a wrong im- 
pression. This is absolutely and entirely 
a permissive clause. The whole thing 
is in the hands or the boards of guar- 
dians; they can put this clause into 
operation if they choose. If they do 
not choose, they need not do so, and if 
they do, they have absolute control in 
their hands. They have the appointment 
of the committee; they can appoint a 
committee either wholly or partially 
composed of their own members. 
I think that the matter has been 
introduced with a view to enabling 
boards of guardians, if they see 
fit, to place women upon these boards. 
I think that is a matter of very great. 
importance, and would be unquestionably 
for the benefit of the working of this 
clause. I hope that the House will 
accept this clause, because it meets 
case with which I have been recently 
made acquainted, and with which I think 
the Chief Secretary is acquainted. In 
the north of Ireland a benevolent lady 
Was anxious to endow a cottage hospital, 
but owing to the regulations of the Irish 
Local Government Board she was unable 
to have her wishes carried out. If this 
clause were inserted in the Bill it would 
enable benevolent individuals who wish 
to endow hospitals to assist in this good 
work, 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I think 
that the argument introduced by the 
honourable Barenet as being a reason for 
the acceptance of this clause is scarcely 
relevant, because at the present time 
women can be guardians, and if that is so 
what is the necessity for having them on 
cemmittees? As far as my opinion goes, 
the argument cf the honourable Baronet 
is a very weak one indeed. I entirely 
seree with my honourable Friends the 
Members for Fermanagh and for Mid 
Tyrone in opposing this clause. It is 
not brought forward by the honourable 
and gallant Baronet at all, it is merely 
brought forward by the Workhouse Asso- 
ciation in Ireland, and this Workhouse 
Association, to my mind, is camposed of 
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faddists. They have made some rules, 
anc. are trying to ram down our throats 
some of the most ridiculous rules that 
«an possibly be imagined. This clause 
reminds me of a wasp sting in the face. 
It says— 


Local Government 


“Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all moneys provided 
out of the rates, the acts of the committee shall 
not require confirmation by the guardians.” 


‘The committee is to be appointed, and 
they can spend the money as they like, 
no matter how extravagant it is, and they 
are not to be under the control of the 
guardians. I do not know whether the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman has 
studied this clause. If he has not done 
20 I should advise him to do so. It makes 
me very suspicious to see the henourable 
and gallant Member bringing forward a 
«clause of this sort, which is sure to 
increase taxation in Ireland. There is no 
«question, I think, but what this will in- 
crease the rates in Ireland ; so that, while 
the honourable and gallant Baronet and 
his class are getting out of paying a geod 
deal of the poor rates in Ireland, he must 
needs bring in a clause that will prove a 
heavy tax upon the ratepayers in Ireland. 
As far as I am concerned, I will oppose 
‘this clause line by line and word by 
word. I promise that if the Chief Secre- 
tary persists in accepting this clause there 
is not a word in it that I shall not move 
an Amendment to, and I think it will 
take some time to give this clause proper 
and adequate discussion. If the honour- 
able and gallant Member would introduce 
this clause into England he would have 
plenty to do. But, as I say, it is the 
lrish Workhouse Association that is 
endeavouring to introduce new proposals 
with regard to the workhouses in Ireland. 
{ am surprised at the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary accepting 
this clause. Of course, we know it is 
permissible, but, as the honourable Mem- 
ber for Mid Tyrone said, not every guar- 
dian will be capable of interpreting this 
new clause, and it will seem to some of 
them that they must have committees to 
do their work. Any guardian who takes 
the responsibility of looking after the 
interests of the ratepayers should con- 
sider it his bounden duty to carry out 
the work he is elected for, and not 
to have any deputy whatever If he is 


Mr. Daly. 
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not prepared to do his duty, and to look 
after the entire work he is elected for, he 
has no right to seek office. I do not like 
the idea of guardians having the honour 
of being guardians and deputing the 
most important duties of their office to a 
committee. I hope that the Chief Secre- 
tary will reconsider this matter, and that 
he will not put the House to the trouble 
of going to a Division upon this clause, 
Clause 28 tells us that committees have 
been done away with, and here, in the 
very worst form, they are attempted to 
be brought in. I cannot see for the life 
of me why this should be done. If I 
thought that the poor people would be 
treated better by the introduction of this 
clause I would not mind; but I believe 
it is for the purpose of taking power out 
of the hands of the guardians, and for 
the purposes of dodgery and _ trickery. 
It is for these reasons that I feel it my 
bounden duty, on behalf of the ratepayers 
of Ireland, to give this clause every oppo- 
sition I can. In this Bill it has been 
already accepted that committees are to 
be done away with, and here is the 
appointment of committees in the worst 
form attempted to be introduced at this 
stage of the Bill, and it seems to me it 
is particularly ungrateful on the part of 
the landlord class that they, who are 
escaping the payment of a great deal of 
the rates, should bring in a clause which 
will unquestionably make a great increase 
in the rates. I shall certainly give this 
clause every opposition that I can. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I regret that 
so many of my honourable Friends are 
opposing this clause. If it were a man- 
datory clause I could understand the 
opposition, but seeing that it is wholly 
permissive, I do not see where these ob- 
jections come in. I am sure that my 
honourable Friend will admit this, that 
the Government would not have accepted 
this clause if they had not thought it 
would have been acceptable to the Irish 
people and to the Irish Members. 


Mr. DALY: I am glad my honourable 
Friend approves of the conduct of the 
Government. 


Mr. FLYNN: I express my approval of 
the conduct of the Government with 
regard to this clause, and I do not think 
that the Chief Secretary would accept 
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this clause if it were not acceptable to 
the Irish Members and the Irish people. 
I think there might be some moditication 
of the last sub-section, but the guardians 
control the purse, and the body that con- 
trols the purse controls the institution, 
and there could be no abuses in connec- 
tion with these institutions. Might I 
also point out to my honourable Friend 
this: that there are many deserving poor 
in Ireland who are very reluctant to enter 
workhouse hospitals, but it would be quite 
a different thing to enter district hospi- 
tals! The board of management is to 
be composed of guardians and of some 
outside people, and I think the remark 
of the honourable Baronet the Member 
for Kerry, to the effect that under this 
clause it would be quite possible for a 
certain number of the committee to con- 
sist of women, would be a very strong 
recommendation. There is a very strong 
feeling in Ireland for a more humane 
treatment of the people, and it is quite 
possible to reconcile that wish with a 
desire to have this clause put into opera- 
tion. I hope my Friends will see their 
way to accepting this, for it is approved 
by a majority of the Irish Members and 
a majority of the Irish people. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I sympa- 
thise with a great deal of this clause, but 
I think it is my duty to take exception 
to that portion which gives the com- 
mittee power to make appointments off 
their own bat, without the sanction of the 
representatives of the people. This Bill 
is to be a Local Government Bill, giving 
the people of Ireland the right of manag- 
ing their own affairs and _ spending 
their own money, by means of properly 
elected representatives; but this clause 
would set up committees as we had under 
the old management, who will not be 
under the control of the elected repre- 
sentatives. For my part I have not the 
least objection to the phrase “ workhouse 
hospitals” being changed into “ district 
hospitals.” But there is no necessity for 
using the argument that, by having these 
committees, you will get ladies on them. 
Anybody who knows the working of our 
poor law system in Ireland knows 
that there has not been a single 
lady in Ireland who has gone forward 
as a candidate who has been elected. 
We in Ireland are only too anxious to 
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get ladies to act, and ia Ireland the 
women are quite as well qualified to go 
forward and act as district councillors ;- 
and if upon that qualification a lady 
is elected, I am quite certain, from what. 
I know of the generosity of the Irish 
people, that she will be one of the first 
who will be elected to the committee, 
If we are going to trust the management 
and the working of local affairs to the 
Irish people, why should not those com- 
mittees be appointed by the elected 
representatives of the people, and from 
them only! In my opinion, the fact. 
that these district councils will be 
elected will go to show that the officers 
of the people when they are elected have 
the confidence of the people, or else they 
would not be elected, and there is no 
doubt whatever that they will be required 
to render an account at the end of their 
tenure of office, as to what they have 
done with the money and how they dis- 
posed of it, and if they misuse the power 
which their electors give them, well, them 
they are purely elected representatives, 
and can be removed. But there is 
nothing in this clause to prevent the 
guardians from electing these committees 
from non-elected representatives. There 
is nothing at present to prevent them 
electing persons who are in no way sub- 
ject to the control of the elected repre 
sentatives. What is there to prevent 
the committee which is not subject to 
the control of the elected representatives 
of the people from making a job? I say 
there is nothing in this clause to pre 
vent jobbery being practised by the com 
mittee. And I say that, in my opinion, 
it is neither right nor just that a com- 
mittee should be appointed from people 
outside the elected representatives, with 
the power to dismiss an official, without 
the consent of the elected representa- 
tives. With the clause, as a whole, I have 
a good deal of sympathy, and my prin- 
cipal objection to it is the fact that the 
committee is not appointed, the whole of 
it, from the representatives of the people. 
When the committee is elected, all its 
actions and its duties, whatever they may 
be, and everything it does should be sub- 
ject to the approval and control of the 
board of guardians, and the committee 
should have no power whatsoever either 
to appoint an official or dismiss an 
official, or to raise the salary of an 
official, however deserving of an increase 
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in his salary the official may be, witho it 
the approval and the consent of the 
board of guardians who elected them. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Before this 
clause is put to the House I should like 
to ask one or two questions upon it. In 
the first place, it is not quite clear to my 
mind what the position of the guardians 
will be if they do, under this clause, 
transfer their powers to a committe. Il, 
as I gather from the way in which I read 
the clause, having transferred their 
powers to the committee, it is competent 
for the guardians to reassume them 
whenever they choose—of course I mean 
at the end of the period, whatever it is— 
then I cannot conceive that any objec- 
tion can be raised to it. Because, if the 
guardians tried the experiment under 
those circumstances, with the pervect 
power to reassume the duties they had 
so delegated to the committee, and they 
found that it did not work well, or that 
the people, as a whole, objected to it, tae 
powers would return to the board of 
cuardians, and that would, in my opinion. 
remove any objection there may be to 
the clause. The people might try the 
experiment, and if they liked the system 
why should they not have it! If they did 
not like it, then they could alter it. I 
have more confidence in the Irish people 
than to say! they should not have a 
chance of trying the experiment, and ‘f 
it proved to bea failure, then they could 
at once put an end to it. There is one 
other point to which I would like to re 
fer, at the end of the clause. Objection 
has been taken, and I knew perfectly 
well it would be, by some of the members 
of the Irish Party who scrutinise very 
closely, as it is quite proper they should, 
everything from the point of view of the 
possible increase in the cost of local 
government upon the rates, and I desire 
to direct the attention cf my honourable 
Friends to the wording of the last sub- 
section. The last sub-section says— 


“Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all monevs provided cut 
of rates, the acts of the committee shall aot 
require confirmation by the guardians.” 


Now, I take that to mean—at least, that 
is how I read it—that the committee when 
appointed could not do any act upon 
their own motion which would add a 
farthing to the rates, but that their 


Mr. Flavin. 
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action in such a case must be confirmed 
by the board of guardians. That is how 
I read the sub-section—that their actions 
ire subject to the general control of the 
guardians. I will put this point to illus. 
trate what I mean. It has been urged 
against this clause that these hospital 
cumm.ttees might be guilty of great 
jobbery, increasing the salaries of 
ofticials, and soon. If I read this clause 
aright, it would not be in the power of 
the hospital committee to increase any 
salary or do any act unless that act was 
confirmed by the board of guardians. 
Now, if that be so, as I assume it is, and 
that clause will leave the power with the 
guardians to reassume their control over 
the hospitals whenever they think fit— 
I mean at the end of the year, of course-— 
and if it gives them full control over the 
committees, then it seems to me that it 
removes most of the objections which 
have been raised to the clause. 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Clearly the 
guardians ought to have full power and 
control over the committee, and if the 
clause is read a second time my honour- 
able and gallant Friend would agree to 
the insertion of some words which would 
give expression to the view. I must say, 
in respect to the gencral question, I am 
rather surprised at the extreme distrust 
which is shown to the popularly-elected 
bodies who will be the persons to ad- 
minister the poor laws under this Act. 
In the first place, the clause is purely 
a permissive clause; the board ef guar- 
dians are not compelled to put it into 
operation. Had the clause been a com- 
pulsory clause, I certainly should not 
have accepted it, but clearly this is a 
matter upon which the board of guar- 
dians should be left to exercise their 
own authority. After ally the guar- 
dians are ultimately liable, and if they 
elect these committees in sucha manner 
as this they surely should exercise their 
own authority. Not only is the clause 
entirely permissive, but the board of 
guardians could, if they chose, put the 
clause into force by means of electing a 
committee of their entire body. There 
is certainly nothing in the clause to pre- 
vent their doing so, if they do tak2 that 
course to prevent the addition of any 
member outside their body. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Tuaat is what we want 
to do, but you give them the greater 
power of bringing in outsiders. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: And I 
should be very sorry to see that power 
taken away; but the extreme distrust 
which has been shown by all honourable 
Members in their arguments is not only 
a strong argument against this clause, 
but against the entire Bill. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I object 
to this clause as a whole. In the firs: 
place, it is a clause which, in my opinion, 
is introduced to deal with a purely senti- 
mental grievance. It is suggested that 
poor parishioners might be more inclined 
to take advantage or the medical atten- 
tion and nursing which they would 


receive if the workhouse hospitals 
were converted into district hos- 
pitals; but, in my opimon, “the 
rose by any other name would 


smell as sweet,’ and whether you call 
it a workhouse or a hospital, 1 believe 
very few persons will take advantage of 
the opportunity of being nursed in these 
institutions. In the second place, I ob- 
ject to powers being given to outsiders. 
it is not that there is any feeling of dis- 
trust upon these benches. I trust my 
fellow-countrymen thoroughly and im- 
plicitly, but, Judging by what has taken 
place in England, and the untrustworthy 
character of the boards of guardians here, 
I should never dream myself of giving 
them any responsible power to appo:nt 
outsiders. I do not think we are cast- 
ing any slur upon the Irish people by 
opposing this clause. But what I object 
to is that from the commencement of 
this clause to the end there is no pro 
vision by which the guardians can inter- 
fere with any of the committees during 
the life of these boards. The board of 
guardians are to be elected for three 
years, and we may very naturally assume 
that a committee nominated by a board 
of guardians must retain office for a like 
period, and there is no provision what- 
ever by which we can cut short their 
existence. The very first act of these 
newly constituted boards of guardians 
elected for three years would be to nomi- 
nate or appoint these committees, and 
they will retain office and manage the 
officers of the union for three years——— 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: And quite right. 


Mr. PINKERTON: And we cannot in- 
terfere. I also object to power being 
given to guardians to dismiss officers, 
whether it be the medical or any other 
officer, at the caprice of the moment. At 
the present moment I object to the Local 
Government Board riding roughshod 
over the electors, and I object to their 
putting all the cfficers, whether medical 
or otherwise, not only under the control 
of the board of guardians, but under the 
control of these sub-committees. I have 
no objection to the boards of guardians 
being elected from the landlords as well 
as others. I am not prepared to admit 
that the landlords of Ireland have 
escaped scot-free, but I think that half of 
them, at least, have no desire to be cut 
off from their homes, and I hope that at 
least half of them will come forward for 
election to these boards. 


*Mr. Serseaxt HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I confess I think the clause as it 
stands is almost unworkable. Of course, 
I understand from the Chief Secretary 
that he will modify it by Amendments, as 
far as providing power to revoke the 
appointments of the committee. But, as 
I read the clause as it stands at present, 
if the guardians determined to convert a 
workhouse hospital into a district hos 
pital, and to appcint a committee, there 
is no power to revoke once the conversion 
takes place ; it will continue for a secon] 
period or longer. That is very objection- 
able, but it probably may be met by an 
Amendment. There is another aspect of 
this case with which I am not satisfied. 
For my part, I am very apprehensive that 
it will lead to great extravagance, and 
cause a burden to fall on the ratepayers, 
if you allow a board of guardians for any 
reason to shift the responsibility from 
their own shoulders; if you allow them 
to elect outsiders to form the committee 
of management, those outsiders will not 
be responsible to the ratepayers, for they 
are not elected by the ratepayers, they 
will not have to face the ratepayers, and 
they will not have the same object as the 
ordinary elected guardians have, to keep 
down the expenses. Now, the great object 
of all Irish Members is to guard against 
the rates being unduly increased, for they 
know it is the poor occupying tenant who 
will have to bear the burden in the 
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future. Therefore I quite agree with the | 
honourable Member for Kerry that this | 
power of co-opting outsiders should be | 
struck out of the clause altogether. As | 
far as that part of the clause is con- 
cerned, I confess I feel so strongly the 
impropriety of having outsiders elected 
on those committees that I shall vote 
against the clause, though I approve of 
the general principle of it. But there 
is another point which appears to me 
utterly unintelligible. What is the mean- 
ing of this— 


“Subject to the general control of the 
guardians in respect of all moneys provided out 
of rates, the acts of the committee shall not 
require confirmation by the guardians.” 


I protest, as a lawyer, that I do not 
understand what construction can be put 
upon these words, “general control.” 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
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Biddulph, Michael 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
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Supposing the district committee were to 
incur expenditure to the extent of £20 
or £30, or order goods to that amount, 
would the guardians be able to repudiate 
that! I apprehend net. It is quite clear 
those words have no meaning. They have 
no analogy in any Act of Parliament I 
know of. I suppose that the object of the 
framer of the clause was that the rates 
should not be expended without control 
by the guardians ; if so, I think it would 
be more convenient if the clause were 
withdrawn, re-cast, and brought forward 
to-morrow in another shape. 


Question put— 


“That this clause be read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 207; Noes 
77.—( Division List No. 198.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir John Colomb and Mr. 
Clancy. 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, Robert John 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Jordan and Mr. Daly. 








Amendment proposed to the proposed 
clause— 


“Line 4, to leave out from the word ‘ hospi- 


tal’ to the end of the clause.”—(Mr. Daly.) 


Mr. DALY: I wish to 
Amendment with regard 


move an 
to sub- 





section (a) of this clause by proposing to 
VOL. LXI. 


[FourrH Serius. | 


leave out the word “and” after “the con- 
version of workhouse hospitals into dis 
trict hospitals.” I have no objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to that part of the clause, and I 
think it will be a great improvement to 
have those words in the clause; but as I 
have heard that the olive branch is going 
to be held out by the other side with 
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regard to the following part of the clause 
I should like to know what improvements 
or Amendments the Government are 
going to accept from the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman who has moved this 
clause, for, to my mind, the whole danger 
of this clause is in the part immediately 
following the word “and,” which I pro- 
pose to leave out. I have not the least 
objection to the conversion of workhouse 
hospitals into district hospitals for the 
future, but I think the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman, when he gets up to 
reply, and I suppose he will be entitled 
to reply, will tell us what he proposes to 
do, although, of course, when he has the 
Government at his back, he can, I dare 
say, defy any opposition. But at the 
same time, if the Government persist in 
carrying through the whole clause, it will 
be a vicious clause, and, as I stated at 
the outset, there is scarcely a line of it 
that must not be discussed and fought. 
I hope, therefore, that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will see his way to make 
some arrangement with the honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman in charge of 
the clause for some modification of it, so 
as to prevent any future contention over 
it. I have great pleasure in moving this 
Amendment. 


Mr. JORDAN: I think this Amend- 
ment is a very proper Amendment. 
In view of the title of the clause, 
which is the “establishment of district 
hospitals,” I have no objection to having 
workhouse hospitals called district hos- 
pitals in future. If they choose to call 
workhouse hospitals by another name 
let them do so, although the honourable 
and gallant Member did not seem to give 
any good reason for the change. But, 
as I think, that is a very innocent pro- 
ceeding, Let them change the name if 
they do not wish to call them workhouse 
hospitals, but if you do that do not pro- 
ceed to do what is contemplated by 
the further part of the clause, which was 
drawn up by a lot of adventurers, who 
wanted to increase their own influence by 
conferring those powers upon people 
other than the guardians, and removing 
these hospitals from under the jurisdic- 
tion of the guardians. I have no objec- 


tion whatever to their calling workhouse 
hospitals district hospitals. I 
support this Amendment. 


must 
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*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
Of course, I am willing to meet, in an 

way I can, any objection to this clause, 
but I would point out that this Amend- 
ment to leave out one word is a very 
small matter, and I hope the honourable 
Member who has moved it will not press 
it, as I am perfectly prepared to deal 
with two other points in the clause. I 
may not be in order in mentioning them 
now, but perhaps it might simplify 
matters if I were to say that in sub- 
section (b) I shall propose to leave out 
after “ governors” the words “ appointed 
by the guardians, consisting wholly or 
partly of members of their own body,” 
and to insert instead “of whom at least 
two-thirds shall be members of the 
board”; and then at the end of the 
clause I propose to put in words which 
shall give power to the guardians to 
revoke or dissolve this committee. I 
hope that, in view of these Amendments 
the honourable Member will not press 
his proposal. 


Mr. DALY: I beg leave to withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
honourable Member can, of course, with- 
draw his Amendment by leave of the 
House, but the effect of his Amendment 
being withdrawn will be to affirm the rest 
of the clause by leaving only the question 
that the clause stand part of the Bill, so 
that if the Government wish to introduce 
any other Amendments they will have to 
do so in a more elevated sphere. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I am 
informed by the Clerk at the Table that 
notice has been handed in of Amend- 
ments which will come in immediately 
before I put the question of the whole 
clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Of course, Sir, I 
do not wish to prevent other Amend- 
ments being moved, but what I was 
going to say to the Government was that 
the opposition already offered to this 
clause ought to act as a warning to them 
to make Amendments later on. There 
is a great objection, apart from the mere 
question of taxation for infirmaries, to 
providing not only a poor rate but a rich 
rate, such as is involved in the extension 
of these infirmary powers. We have gone 
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very far indeed in the case of county 
Tyrone, in providing for the erection of 
new institutions that will be supported 
really at the cost of the taxpayers, and 
will probably involve the appointment 
of a good many new officers, and possibly 
the superannuation of those gentlemen 
in a way that is not now provided for. 
I therefore trust that the Government 
will exercise great caution in providing 
for the case of infirmaries when we come 
to that clause, after the manner in which 
this proposal has been met. If the rate- 
payers and their representatives are not 
to be entrusted with these powers, this 
Act has no right to be on the Statute 
Book at all, and if anything is to be said 
against the capacity or integrity of that 
body I think it should proceed from 
other quarters than these benches. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir R. FITZGERALD (Cambridge) : 
The Amendment I have ventured to put 
down is to this effect— 


“In line 4, after ‘and’ to insert ‘may take 
over existing or make provision for future 
small local hospitals in populous districts and 
villages.’ ” 


Iam old enough to remember the cholera 
attacks in Ireland, and in a great many 
districts there were small local hospitals 
which were supported in those bad times, 
some of which have been more or less 
kept up and maintained up to the present 
time. But during the past few vears, 
when there has been no violent epidemic, 
these small local hospitals have had 
nobody to take care of them, and many 
of them have got out of repair. I think 
that where it is possible it is desirable 
that they should be kept up. It would 
not require any great expense. In the 
past they were managed at times of epi- 
demics by a local committee appointed 
by the dispensary committee of the dis- 
trict, and I do not think these small local 
hospitals will cause any great additional 
expense ; and of this I am certain, that 
they are an enormous advantage to the 
poor. I look forward to the future pos- 
sibility of having dispensaries where 
medicines may be given out to the poor, 
instead of the poor having, as they very 
often do now, the trouble of going 12 and 
sometimes 15 miles to the nearest dis- 
These small local hospitals 


pensary. 
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would cost very little, and I hope the 
effect of this Amendment will be the es- 
tablishment of sub-dispensaries, in order 
that we may bring closer to the doors of 
the poor the medicines which they now 
have to travel many miles for. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. 
Speaker, I should like your ruling on this 
Amendment. I should hardly think it is 
in order, seeing that under it local hos 
pitals would be taken over which are not 
at present contributed to from the rates. 


*Mr SPEAKER: I understand the 
right honourable Gentleman to mean that 
a further expenditure of the rates would 
be caused ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In that case, the 
objection to the Amendment is valid. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, leave out sub-section (b) of the 
proposed clause.”—(Mr. Pinkerton.) 


Mr. PINKERTON: I beg to move the 
omission of sub-section 2 (b)—namely—- 

“The transfer of the duties and powers of 
the guardians as regards such hospitals, and 
the administrative control thereof to a commit- 
tee of hospital governors, appointed by the 
guardians, consisting wholly or partly of mem 
bers of their own body.” 


I base my reasons for moving this 
Amendment on the action of the 
governors in Antrim, my native county, 
where we have an example of what caa 
be done by incompetent governors. We 
are building a large asylum in that 
county, under control of governors elected 
from the grand jury, and the way in 
which the work has been supervised hy 
the responsible authorities may e 
deduced from the fact that they have 
omitted the important provision of a 
water supply; they have built rooms 
without doors; and they are building 
wings this week and pulling them down 
the next—indeed, they are plucking 
every feather out of the wings of the 
county asylum. My honourable Friends 
are anxious to give a fair share of the 
representation to er-officios, but we pro- 
test strongly against such men being 
appointed in preponderating numbers. 


T 2 
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*Sin J. COLOMB: I hope the honour- 
able Member will not press the 


Amendment. I am perfectly prepared to 
meet the views of honourable Members 
providing that two-thirds of the com- 
mittee shall be appointed by the board 
of guardians. 


Mr. PINKERTON: After that under- 
taking on the part of the honourable 
and gallant Member, I beg to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sirn J. COLOMB: I beg to move to 
insert at the end of the clause the follow- 
ing words— 


“The guardians shall have power to dissolve 
the committee at any time on giving six 
months’ notice, but such dissolution shall not 
invalidete any act done by the committee before 
the dissolution.” 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
It seems to me that it would be much 
better to have a time limit of a year. 
I fear the proposal of the honourable 
Baronet would prove unworkable, and I 
therefore beg to suggest that the words 
“a limit of one year” be inserted in the 
Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON: I think the proposal of 
the honourable and gallant Baronet goes 
far enough. 


Proposed clause amended— 


“Line 8, by leaving out the words ‘con- 
sisting wholly or partly of members of their 
own body,’ and inserting the words ‘of whom 
two-thirds at least shall be members of the 
board,’ and by adding at the end thereof the 
words ‘the guardians shall have power to dis- 
solve the committee at any time on giving 
six months’ notice of their intention so to do, 
but such dissolution shall not invalidate any 
act done by the committee before dissolution.’ ” 
-(Sir John Colom.) 


Clause, as amended, added. 


Another clause— 

“Disposal of agricultural grant in case of 
extension of urban district.”.—(Mr. Gerald 
Ralfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I beg to 
move to insert the following clause— 


“Where, by virtue of an order respecting the 
constitution of an urban county district, 
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whether by the constitution of a new, or the 
extension of the boundaries of an old urban 
county district, any agricultural land in a rural 
district becomes included within the boundaries 
of the said urban district, such portion of the 
agricultural grant payable to the council of the 
county comprising the district as is propor- 
tionate to the rateable value in the standard 
financial year of that agricultural land, shall 
be applied by the county council in manner 
directed by the said order for the relief of the 
said land from rates, whether by the payment 
thereof to the council of the urban district, in 
exchange for an adequate exemption from rates 
or otherwise. ‘This section shall apply to a 
county borough in like manner as to an urban 
county district, but in that case the said 
portion of the agricultural grant shall be paid 
direct to the council of the county borough, 
instead of to the council of the county at 
large.” 


(Ireland) Bill. 


When the Bill was in Committee, I was 
strongly urged to alter the definition of 
“ avricultural land,” so as to include agri- 
cultural land in towns. I did not at the 
time hold out any hope that I should be 
able to accede to the suggestion, but I 
did promise that before the Report stage 
I would consider the whole matter afresh. 
Well, Sir, I have most carefully con- 
sidered it, and the conclusion I have 
arrived at is that we must adhere to the 
definition of agricultural lard which ve 
adopted in the first instance. I have, 
however, made one or two changes whith, 
I think, to some extent, meet the objec- 
tions that have been raised. In the first 
place, Sir, I have put down an Amend- 
ment somewhat later for discussion which 
I will only incidentally mention here, 
giving power to certain towns of under 
5,000 population to disurbanise them- 
selves by easy process. If they take 
advantage of that power before six 
months after the passing of the Bill, al! 
the agricultural land in the town will 
have the same privilege as the agricui- 
tural land cutside the town. The second 
Amendment which I now propose in the 
form of a clause, is framed in order to 
meet one of the arguments against the 
definition of “agricultural land.” It is 
to the effect that it renders it difficult, if 
not impossible, to provide for cases in 
which there is an expansion of urban 
boundaries. I agree that there is some 
force in the argument, and, accordingly, 
instead of transferring in such cases the 
amount of the grant in respect of land 
so included in an urban boundary to the 
local taxation account, I now propose by 
this new clause that the amount of tho 
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agricultural grant shall be used for the 
purpose of continuing land so included. 
The special method of doing this I pro 
pose to leave to the order constituting 
the urban district; but it is suggested 
in the clause, and I imagine it to be the 
most convenient way of accomplishing 
what we desire, that the amount of the 
agricultural grant in respect of such land 
shall be transferred to the urban 
authority in exchange for an exemption 
given by them for the rates. This, I 
think, will entirely overcome any diffi- 
culty which our original proposal threw 
in the way of the constitution of the 
urhan district, or the inclusion of land, 
hitherto in the rural district, in the 
boundaries of an urban district. 


Mr. DILLON: I think, Sir, this clause 
introduces some very extraordinary fresh 
anomalies and complications. It is placed 
upon the Paper in substitution for sub- 
section 5 of clause 43, which, I observe, 
the right honourable Gentleman has 
given notice to cmit. Sub-section 5, of 
clause 43, is as follows— 


“Where, by virtue of any order respecting 
the constitution of an urban district, any agri- 
cultural land in a rural district becomes i- 
cluded within the boundaries of that’ urban 
district, the sum payable out of the agricul- 
tural grant, in respect of union and district 
charges raised on such district, shall be reduced 
by a sum proportionate to the rebate value in the 
standard financial year of that agricultural 
land, and the amount of such reduction shail 
be accumulated in the Local Taxation (Ireland; 
Account, and be applied in such manner as 
Parliament directs; but the amount of agri- 
cultural land payable to the council of the 
county, in respect of county-at-large charges, 
shall not be diminished.” 


When we were considering this matter 
in the Committee stage, we took excep- 
tion not only to sub-section 5 of claus 
43, but even still more to the provision 
at the end of sub-section 4 of clause 42. 
Sub-section 4 of clause 42 reads as 


follows- = 


“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
agricultural land shall extend to every heredita- 
ment entered as land in the valuation list, 
within the meaning of the Valuation Acts, 
which is not part of a railwey or canal, but 
shall not extend to any hereditament s‘tuate 
within the boundary of any borough or of any 
town which is (for the time being) an urban 
sanitary district. And then it is provided by 
another sub-section that any district made an 
urban sanitary district within a certain period 
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after the passing of this Act, shall be deemed 
for the purposes of the Act to have been an 
urban sanitary district at the date of the pass- 
ing of the Act. Therefore the effect of these 
provisions is that any district, being an urban 
sanitary district, at a certain period after the 
passing of this Act, shall lose the agricultural 
grant.” 


Now, Sir, I should like to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman what is the mean- 
ing of the words at the end of sub- 
section 4 of clause 42? Is no agricultural 
grant to be given to Ireland at all m 
respect of land inside an urban sanitary 
district? Is there any doubt as to the 
position of urban sanitary districts to bo 
created, after the passing of the Act, by 
an order? ; 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is pro- 
posed that the money shall be retained 
for the benefit of the land which is trans- 
ferred to an urban district. An order will 
fix the manner in which the amount will 
be employed for the benefit of such agri- 
cultural land. 


Mr. DILLON: I wish to have the 
matter cleared up beyond all doubt 
before I attempt to examine the effect 
of the new clause. Well, now, Sir, we 
have had it from the Chief Secretary that 
the Bill, as it now stands, gives no agri- 
cultural grant whatever to Ireland in 
respect of any land now within the 
boundaries of an urban district, but in 
regard to land which may be hereafter 
brought within the borough boundaries 
of existing urban districts, or which may 
form a part of a newly-created urban 
district, the agricultural grant will 
be given in the ordinary way in 
respect of such land. New, Sir, we 
have not heard from the Chief 
Secretary a single reason why agri- 
cultural land should not be given to lands 
now within urban districts. Let us con- 
sider the effect of the new clause. Let 
us suppose an urban sanitary district 
has within its boundaries 500 acres of 
agricultural land. The boundaries cf 
that urban sanitary district are in the 
course of the year extended, and in the 
course of that extension more agricultur.l 
and is taken in. The agricultural grant 
is drawn in connection with the agricu!- 
tural land taken in by the extension, but 
in respect of agricultural land which was 
previously within the boundaries, the 
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grant for some inscrutable reason is not 
to be given in any shape or form. What 
is the ground for that distinction? I 
think we are entitled to know. The Chief 
Secretary has said that there is some 
great difficulty in the way of giving the 
agricultural grant in respect of agricul- 
tural land which is now within the 
boundary of urban sanitary districts. 
When the question was considered at an 
earlier stage it will be within the recol- 
lection of honourable Members that the 
Chief Secretary gave us a Return, from 
which I gather that the amount in ques- 
tion is £8,000 a year. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Less than 
£8,000 ; I put it at about £5,000. 


Mr. DILLON: I think it would 
affect the figures to an extremely small 
extent. I feel convinced that, at all 
events, we should not be far off the 
mark if we put the figure at, at least, 
£7,000. This question cuts both ways. 
Why should these lands be denied this 
relief when, as every Member may be 
aware of the fact that when the English 
Bill was under discussion we fought for 
three hours in favour of exempting from 
the English Rating Relief Act land simi- 
lar to this within the boundary of Lon- 
don itself, and the right honourable 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill said 
that he had arrived at the conclusion that 
the grossest injustice would be per- 
petrated if they were denied this relief. 
We instanced the case of market gardens, 
where £6, £7, £8, and £9 a year was 
paid per acre. The Government, how- 
ever, said, “ No, we must give relief 
to all the land within the urban sanitary 
districts of England.” Now, why are 
you going to do this for the sake of a 
miserable sum of £7,000 or £8,000 a 
year in Ireland? The right honourable 
Gentleman says it is cnlv £5,000, but 
wthough that is a very small thing to 
the British Treasury, it is a very consider- 
able thing to some of the poor owners 
and occupiers. Why introduce this dis- 
tinction in Ireland? Not one single 
argument has been put forward in favour 
of this change. I contend that this 
knocks the bottom out of this clause, 
because, if the agricultural grant in 
future is to be given to the urban sani- 
tary authorities, which may extend their 
boundaries in respect of agricultural 
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land newly taken, how can you defend 


this proposition? Take, for instance, 
the case of Dublin. In a very short 
period of time the boundaries of Dublin 
will be extended, and to say that these 
unfortunate owners of land will get no 
relief from the grant is absurd ; but you 
take five or six hundred acres, and they 
are to get all the agricultural grant for 
no conceivable reason except because in 
this particular regard the British Trea- 
sury thinks it can save itself £5,000 or 
£6,000 a year. Now, Sir, I maintain 


that the case for giving agricultural 


relief to agricultural land now within 
the urban boundary of urban - sanitary 


districts is tenfold stronger in Ireland 
than it is in the case of England. In 
the case cf England there was a strong 
case to be made out against it, for they 
were large, prosperous cities, where the 
land in the vicinity had not shared in 
the general agricultural depression. They 
did a certain amount of business, and 
if the thing had been inquired into the 
value of the articles sold in the districts 
surrounding English towns would be 
found not to have decreased; and thea 
there was not the same strong case with 


regard to agricultural relief. Now, 
those considerations did not apply in 


Irelantl at all, except in Belfast, Dublin, 
and two or three other large cities. In 
the vast majority of urban sanitary 
districts in Ireland the agricultural land 
closes up to the very houses in the 
towns, and is agricultural land in the 
fullest sense of the word. They have 
suffered very much from agricultural 
depression, and in most of these towns 
the inhabitants look for profit from their 
land, and some of this land is occupied, 
in many cases, by bond fide farmers try- 
ing to make a living out of farming. 
I say, therefore, that it is inconceivable 
that in a large question like this, where 
only some £7,000 or £8,090 a year 1s 
ecncerned, it is a pity this distinction 
should be drawn, which does an injustice 
to the occupiers of certain lands. _ If 
the right honourable Gentleman choose: 
to give the landlords this very small 
sum we do not ask for it, but I do say 
that he has no right for a single moment 
to put it forward as a justification for 
denying to the occupiers of land and the 
owners in districts around urban districts 
the relief which they have every 
right to receive. I received a& 
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letter the other day from a body 
of tenants who had bought their 
land and were urban district holders of 
land. They were, therefore, in the 
position that if this Act passes they 
belong to a few who would not get the 
full measure of relief. They held a 
meeting the other day, and passed a 
resolution against this proposal that they 
should be denied the same relief in taxa- 
tion that their neighbours across the way 
would get on precisely the same land, 


Mr. ATKINSON : I assure the honour- 
able Member that it is not for 
the sake of saving £7,000. or 
£5,000 a year to the Treasury that 
the methed chosen in this Bill has 
been adopted. We have taken the most 
advantageous definition to Ireland for 
many reasons, and if that definition was 
once taken it was necessary that it should 
be applied all round. We must either 
take the English definition where land in 
towns would be included, with the neces- 
sity that there might be a survey over 
the whole of Ireland, and that the relief 
would not be given for some time, or we 
should take the specific definition of land 
taken from the valuation lists. That is 
the reason why this definition, this simple 
definition, was taken, and it is quite 
obvious that you cannot have it both 
ways. You cannot have a simple defini- 
tion dealing with land on the valuation 
lists, and applying outside with an 
increase probably on agricultural land, 
and as soon as you come to the towns 
abandon the English definition. The 
Irish definition is applicable, _ be- 
cause there has been no_ survey 
in towns with regard to it, and 
the result is based upon the valuation 
lists in towns which could not in any 
sense be brought within the definition of 
agricultural land in Ireland. No distinc- 
tion has been made in ordinary kitchen 
gardens in many instances and agricul- 
tural land, so that to give a grant to 
land in urban districts you must have a 
revaluation. There seems to be an abso- 
lute delusion among the holders of urban 
land as to the benefits they would receive 
if they were included in the Bill, because 
when land is taken in as a rule it only 
pays one-fourth of the county cess. The 
county cess in this case is sunk in the 
urban rates, and it only pays a quarter 
of the county cess in any case. There 
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is another difficulty—the great similarity 
between the different towns, and the sys- 
tem of differentiation which exists be- 
tween them. In tue more general cases 
the land is relieved of three-fourths of the 
county cess. Now, what does this mean? 
It means that the landlord gets the 
entire poor rate, but the tenant only gets 
one-eighth of the county cess. I give 
this simple instance: supposing that the 
ordinary county cess were 2s. in the £ 
in the towns, the occupier of land would 
only pay 6d.; all that he would get 
on our system would be 3d.. but if you 
had the English system he would get 
nothing at all, because under the Eng- 
lish Bill land gets nothing in respect of 
any tax of which they do not pay the 
whole. If land is relieved by a system 
of differentiation of the whole of any 
tax, then there is no contribution of the 
agricultural grant in reference to that. 
Take the English definition, and the land- 
lord will get everything; take the Irish 
definition, and the occupier will only 
get a quarter or an eighth. It is the 
owner and occupier, and not the county 
council or the rural district council, that 
benefits from the agricultural grant. 
It comes directly to the owner and occu- 
pier. It may be assessed as agricultural 
land altogether in a year, and the result 
will be as I have indicated—that if it 
happened to be agricultural land in 
1896, although it was covered’ with 
buildings before 1902 


Mr. DILLON: That is the very argu- 
ment we use. 





Mr. ATKINSON : I can only say it was 
the only proper arrangement. I can as- 
sure honourable Members that my right 
honourable Friend and myself have spent 
hundreds of hours over this question, 
and we have failed to devise a satisfac- 
tory system. But this Amendment is 
directed to an entirely different purpose ; 
it is to meet the objection put forward 
by the honourable Member for the city 
of Cork, who said that if agricultural 
land was taken into a town, and were 
to lose the benefit of the agricultural 
grant, then no town could expand, and 
urban districts could not become towns. 
It was to meet that objection that we 
brought forward this Amendment, and 
therefore we hope it will be passed. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sir, I quite 
agree with the right honourable Gentle- 
man that this clause, as far as it 
goes, is a good one, but the objection of 
the honourable Member for East Mayo 
was that it does not go far enough. | 
will briefly take leave to refer to what 
the right honourable Gentleman said. He 
has made one important admission, and 
I hope it will be taken up by honour- 
able Gentlemen on the opposite side. 
With reference to the important state- 
ment made by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the Financial Relations De- 
bate, when he invited the Chief Secre- 
tary to apply to him whenever he wanted 
anything for Ireland. The right honour- 
able Gentleman has said that the diffi- 
culty is not one of money, but of draft- 
ing, and, therefore, as far as the prin- 
ciple of the clause is concerned, I regard 
his admission as important—that it is 
not the aid of the Treasury he wants, 
but the aid of a draftsman. There is no 
need, on our part, to force the open 
door ; we have not to deal with the ques- 
tion of principle; we have only to deal 


with the question of means. There 
is an old and a _ true _ saying, 
“Where theres a_ will there’s a 
way,” and if the right honourable 


Gentleman is prepared to admit that he 
is willing to give us £5,000, or £6,000, 
then we will use our best endeavours to 
bring up some Amendment to the clause, 
which, I hope, at all events, will show 
our intentions. Accordingly, when the 
right honourable Gentleman admits that 
this is not a matter of pounds, shillings, 
and pence, we have only to consider the 
question of how it is to be done, and 
this clause, I think, I could bring into 
shape by altering one or two words. The 
position the right honourable Gentleman 
has taken is this: the English Act has 
not got this clause, and we were bound 
to give you the proposed clause or the 
English one. I do not think that was an 
accurate statement. In some respects 
the English clause would be bad for Ire. 
land, and in others good. I quite grant 
that the English proviso is inferior to 
ours, but it is superior on this very 
point, and to tell me that you must have 
this, or the clause in the Bill, is to lay 
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down that no other form of words eould 
be got to carry out what the Irism Mem- 
bers desire. This clause does meet the 
point as to the extension of boundaries, 
but is there anything to prevent us going 
further? Is there anything to prevent 
you enacting that the owners of agricul- 
tural land within a town can get the bene- 
fit? The Irish Secretary has pointed out 
that in townships like Bray, where there 
is a proviso that agricultural lands are 
subject to differential rating, they will 
not get the entire benefits with respect 
to county cess. Therefore, what we are 
seeking comes to be a very small matter 
indeed. Towns in the Attorney General’s 
own constituency the very best 
example ; they would be excluded alto- 
gether from the benefits of this Bill. 


are 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is: 
not in order to Debate that very large 
question on this clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. What I would suggest, then, is: 
this: let us allow this clause to pass in 
its present form, and then; when we 
come to clause 43, let us renew the 
arguments which might be: 
delivered on this clause. 


Mr.ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.) : 
It seems to me that the Attorney Gene 


otherwise 


ral has proved too much in this matter. 
If it really would be no advantage, surely 
there can be no reason for putting the: 
Amendment on the Paper. I quite under- 
stand the suggestion of the Attorney 
General that, from the administrative: 
point of view, it would be impossible to. 
extend city boundaries, but, though that 
may be a weighty argument, it is not 
one likely to satisfy several of us. Unless: 
I am very much mistaken, there is a very 
strong feeling with regard to the case of 
those in the neighbourhood of Belfast 
who are engaged in agricultural garden~ 
ing. Under this Bill, market gardeners 
are excluded from the benefits of agri- 
cultural grants, but they are not excluded 
if outside the borough boundary.. Money 
is given to the authorities on the 
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expressed undertaking that they give a 
corresponding reduction of rates to the 
tenants, and therefore you would have 
an anomaly which would be a serious 
inconvenience to those carrying on their 
business as market gardeners. There is 
one other point to which I wish to draw 
attention. The allocation of the grant 
is taken by the whole of the agricultural 
land in Ireland, when a portion relating 
to urban districts inside the boundaries 
should, I think, be allocated to a sepa- 
rate account. 


Mr. DILLON: There is no allocation 
in respect of agricultural land. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER :I think there 
is a good deal to be said in favour of the 
suggestion of the honourable Member for 
Louth. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is impossible to 
differentiate between the two classes of 
land as suggested, and I trust the honour- 
able Member for Louth will not press 
his proposal now. It is a matter of 
considerable difficulty. 


Mr. PINKERTON: I really think, Sir, 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland is acting 
unwisely in regard to this proposition. 
I think a verbal alteration to the sub- 
section of the clause, to read, “other 
than agricultural land,’ would meet the 
objection now raised. So far as the 
Amendment is concerned, instead of 
there being an expansion of the tewn 
boundaries, I think we are prepared to 
accept the suggestion that it should act 
on land in urban districts. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question cannot be argued thus on the 
Report stage. 


Mr. PINKERTON: I bow to your 
ruling, Sir. Ihave no personal interest in 
the matter. All I would endeavour to do 
is to spread the butter a little thinner 
on the bread in order to include the land 
in the urban districts. I know that 
there is no chance, in spite of what has 
been said about generosity to Ireland, 
of ringing in the English shilling; but 
there might be an addition to the sum 
already granted. I am in favour, Sir, 
of the urban districts getting fair play. 


The clause was read a second time, and 


added to the Bill. 
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Another clause— 


“ Page 32, after clause 51, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 

“ (1) A general revaluation of rateable here- 
ditaments under the Valuation Acts may be 
made, as respects a county borough, on the 
application of the council, and the council so 
applying shall pay such portion, not exceed- 
ing one-half, of the costs of the revaluation 
as the Treasury direct, and upon any such 
general revaluation the land in the borough 
shall be valued in the manner directed b 
section 11 of the Valuation (Ireland) Act, 1852, 
with respect to houses and buildings. 

“(2) Where part of a union is within and 
part without any county borough in respect 
of which a revaluation is made under this 
section, the total amount to be raised for union 
charges in that union shall be apportioned 
between each such part of the union in pro- 
portion to the rateable value of each part at 
the date when the revaluation under this sec- 
tion took plaze: Provided that after the ex- 
piration of five years from that date, if no 
general revision has meantime been made, the 
commissioner of valuation, if satisfied by the 
council of the borough or the guardians repre- 
senting the electoral divisions of the unions 
situated outside the borough, or a majority of 
them, that the apportionment has become in- 
equitable by reason of subsequent chamges in 
the value of any hereditaments in the union, 
may revise the proportion in which the uniow 
charges are to be apportioned. This enact- 
ment shall apply to the police district of the 
Dublin metropolis and to the Dublin bridge 
area as if it was a union, but with the sub- 
stitution of the county council of the county 
of Dublin with respect to the appeal for the 
said guardians. 

“ (3) In this section the expression ‘ genera 
revaluation’ means a general revision under 
section 34 of the Valuation (Ireland) Act, 
1852." —( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In putting 
down this clause, Sir, I would observe 
that the honourable Member for Louth 
undertook to see whether or no a clause 
could be devised which would make the 
valuation in Ireland such as to render it 
possible for a county borough to have 
a re-valuation without causing injustice to 
the surrounding districts. We are pro- 
posing here that any county borough 
applying to have a re-valuation made can 
do so; but, as regards the total amount 
of poor rate to be levied upon the union 
in which the county borough is com- 
prised, it should be divided between 
the borough and the outlying districts, 
the same as before, subject to the condi- 
tion that the re-valuation may be for a 
term of years. If that arrangement wil? 
satisfy the honourable Member for Louth 
I think it will enable a re-valuation 
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to be made for a county borough 
without involving any injustice to the 
other districts as a general re-valuation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sir, I am not dis- 
posed to look a gift horse in the mouth. 


Local Government 


Mr. CLANCY: In regard to this re 
valuation, Sir, I have to say that it is not 
easy to understand how a re-valuation in 
the past has occasionally taken place, 
with the result that the value of private 
property has been raised, while the value 
of Government buildings has remained 
absolutely stationary. I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will not coun- 
tenance valuations of that kind in the 
future. 


The clause was read a second time, 
and added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


“ Page 37, after clause 59, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 

“ (1) Notwithstanding anything in the Act 
of the Parliament of Ireland of the 26th year 
of the reign of King George the Third, chap- 
ter 57, intituled an Act for regulating the stage 
in the city and county of Dublin, the Lord 
Lieutenant may, on the application of the 
«council for the county of Dublin or the county 
borough of Dublin, grant an occasional licence 
for the performance of any stage play or other 
dramatic entertainment in any theatre, room, 
or building where the profits arising therefrom 
are to be applied for some charitable purpose 
or in aid of the funds of any society instituted 
for the purpose of science, literature, or the 
fine aris exclusively. 

“ (2) The licence may contain such condi- 
‘tions and regulations as appear fit to the Lord 
Lieutenant, and may be revoked by him.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I should like to be 
enlightened as to the effect of this 
clause as regards the urban councils, who 
‘only want an occasional performance, in 
view of the fact that the county councils 
only meet every three months. 


Mx. CLANCY: I accept the clause, 
Sir, as carrying out what I wish to see 
accomplished. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is perfectly 
well known that if you want a stage for 
a charity performance you can readily 
get leave from the county council. As 
far as I can see, the Amendment prop-sed 
by the honourable Member for South 
Dublin is unnecessary. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to support the Amendment, Sir, and 
I do not think there need be any long 
discussion on the matter. 
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The clause was read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5 of the proposed clause, after the 
words ‘county of Dublin,’ to insert the words 
‘or the urban district of the county of 
Dublin.’ "—/ Mr. Plunkett.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Clause added to the Bill. 


Another clause— 


“The council of any administrative county 
may recommend the editing, translating, 
printing, or publishing any manuscripts relat- 


ing to the county, and thereupon it shall be 
lawful for the Royal Irish Academy to under- 
take the same, and the expenses thereof may 
be defrayed out of the Irish Church Fund under 
rules to be made by the Treasury.”—(Mr. T. 
M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sir, I admit that 
the clause, in the form in which I have 
now drawn it, is not quite as I should 
have wished; but I have only drawn it 
in this way in order to meet the exigencies 
of the rules of this House, which are 
more a trouble to me tne longer I live. 
When the Ordnance survey started, the 
Government began a series of the most 
valuable publications which by any pos- 
sibility could have appeared in any 
country ; and. I think, if you want to get 
an instance of the meanness of the 
British Government in dealing with Ire- 
land, this volume which I hold in my 
hands is an exact proof of that meanness, 
This volume represents the one publica- 
tion of the British Government in 
connection with the Ordnance survey cf 
Ireland. It is probably the most valuable 
book ever published for our country. Sir, 
it deals with the county of Derry alone. 
Not only was it not continued for the 
other 31 counties of Ireland, but it is 
headed “Volume the First,” and then 
there is a note in the handwriting of the 
Librarian of the House of Commons, “ No 
other volume published.” The British 
Government being confronted with the 
expense of printing the Ordnance survey 
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materials of the little county of Derry, 
actually never carried their generosity to 
publishing the second volume. That, Mr. 
Speaker, was in the year 1837. Sixty- 
one years have passed away, and the 
second volume of the Ordnance survey of 
the county has not been published ; and, 
at the present moment, if you want to 
pick up a copy of this, you buy it on a 
bookstall in Dublin for about two pounds, 
and if you come over to London you can 
buy it for ls. 6d. Let anyone who has 
an interest in the history of his country 
take up the volume of the county of 
Derry ; it contains everything regarding 
the history, flora, geology, imports, and 
oxports prevailing at that time, 61 years 
ago, Which any native of the county 
would desire to have known. There is 
in existence in the Royal Irish Academy 
at this moment the materials for 100 
volumes like this, all in manuscript, all 
in a book-case—and a match, or an acci- 
dent, a fire, would put an end to archives 
which, once destroyed, could never be 
replaced. Of the labours of John 
Donovan, and of the English gentlemen 
who were brought over to make the 
Ordnance survey, and of a number of 
great men whose knowledge has died 
with them, and the materials for whose 
knowledge have to a large extent passed 
away, we have the remains, at all events, 
in manuscript in the Royal Irish 
Academy, and my proposal is that, as the 
British Government for 61 years have 
neglected to publish even the second 
volume connected with the county cf 
Derry, that, at all events, if now, under 
different conditions, a county council 
should desire to have something of the 
geology, the botany, the history, the 
commerce, of their county, as collected 
by the Ordnance survey at that time, that 
they should be permitted, under the con- 
ditions I have suggested, to do so. And 
observe this, Mr. Speaker, this Amend- 
ment has this great advantage, that ic 
casts ‘no charge upon the British rate- 
payer. We are asking for no money from 
Government. We are only asking for 
the right to spend our own money. The 
two safeguards imposed are these: first, 
it must be a work dealing with the 
county; aud, secondly, it must be a 
recommendation of the county council. 


{11 Jury 1898} 
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And I have imposed the additional safe- 
guards that the Royal Irish Academy and 
the British Treasury must concur before 
anything can be done. This is not the 
first time I have raised this question. I 
have raised it many times. I have raised 
itin Debate, and I am glad to think I had 
the support of some gentlemen connected 
even with Her Majesty’s Administration 
itself. The Amendment, I think, is a 
reasonable one. What objection there 
may be to it I cannot conceive. I would 
have preferred to have made it in another 
form; I would have preferred that the 
county council should have provided the 
money out of the rates. On the whole, 
Sir, I do trust the Government may now 
permit this clause to be added to the 
Bill. Unlike their proposals about 
bicycles, it does not raise any rancour. 
We hear a great deal about education n 
Ireland. Sir, this clause, if carried, will 
do something to raise the education, not 
only of the children, but of people of 
mature years, and will probably also do 
something to raise the standard of educa- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Ministers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sir, it may 
be very desirable that some of thes2 
manuscripts referred to in the clause 
referred to should be published. I make 
no comment on that; but I am afraid 
I cannot on behalf of the Government 
accept this clause. The Amendment, in 
the form to which it has been changed 
to bring it in order, seems to add one 
serious objection to the clause. But, Sir, 
apart from the objection, I think if this 
clause were passed we should he 
allowing the county council to deter- 
mine that certain expenditure should 
be undertaken which is not being 
paid out of the rates raised by 
them. I hardly think the county council 
is the body which should be entrusted 
with the question of whether these manu- 
scripts should be printed or not. .I 
do not think it would be in accordance 
with practice that the county council, 
which is, after all, an administrative 
body, should be entitled to judge with 
regard to these manuscripts. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I inter- 
pose to urge upon the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary if it would 
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be possible to accept this clause. It may 
be that some other body would be mor? 
competent than the county council to 
have these valuable manuscripts printed, 
but, in the absence of anyone else, the 
Government not coming forward to do 
so, and not announcing any intention of 
doing so, I think it very desirable to have 
this clause, which would empower the 
county council under certain circum- 
stances to select those ancient documents 
which might throw light upon the history 
of the country and save them from 
oblivion. They are of a most valuable 
character, and, as pointed out by 
the honourable Member for North Louth, 
a fire might destroy them, and thece 
would be no possible means of replacing 
any of these old manuscripts. I think the 
objection of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary is of a most 
technical character. If he admits that 
there are valuable documents, the 
cost of publishing them would not be 
considerable. There is still a large sum 
remaining of the Irish Church Fund 
under the Church Disestablishment Act, 
and no purpose to which it could be de- 
voted is of a higher nature or character 
than this. I do trust the right honour- 
able Gentleman will reconsider the posi- 
tion, and either accept this clause or take 
measures to have some of the manu- 
scripts printed. 


Local Government 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The Corporation 
of the City of London, though it has 
many bad points, has done a great deal 
of good work in publishing its ancient 
manuscripts, and the Corporation of 
Dublin has not been behindhand, because 
it has been publishing its White Books, 
edited by Sir John Gilbert. I believe the 
fact is that up to now it has been con- 
sidered to be within the powers of certain 
corporations to undertake work of this 
kind. I question whether they would be 
able to do so in Ireland if this Bill passes, 
because they would be obliged to submit 
to a new system of audit, and, according 
to the auditor, the common law power 
of a corporation is a thing to be cut down 
as much as possible. The probable effect 
of this Bill will be to take away from 
certain old corporations the power whicn 
they now possess to publish ancient 
manuscripts which ought to be pub. 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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lished. The fact is that there is a vast 
amount of this sort of material that it is 
the interest of the nation should be 
published. My honourable and learned 
Friend has really understated the case 
about the volume which was published 
and prepared by the ordnance survey 
authorities. It was really only for one 
parish. The Government never got for- 
ward. After they had published ons 
volume about one parish, the resources of 
the Treasury apparently were exhausted, 
Why, there was recently a new territory 
discovered in Africa by Mr. Rhodes, 
which was called by his name; and Mr. 
Rhodes sent a gentleman to examine its 
manuscripts, and had them published at 
his experse. But we find the administra- 


tive authorities in Ireland, whether 
they like it or not, are not to 
be allowed to contribute anything 


towards this. In England a good many 
local authorities are having their manu- 
scripts published by the Historical 
Manuscripts Commissicn. But, so far as 
I know, in no case have the manuscripts 
of any Irish borough been dealt with br 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission. 
It is an English Commission, and, 
naturally, they deal rather with Enclisiz 
material. I know they take a very strony 
view of their duty. In my own case—I 
edited some documents that came to my 
hand, and no question was raised as to 
the historical accuracy—I was told that 
the Historival Manuscripts Commissioa 
made it an absolute rule not to publish 
any matter which had _ not bees 
edited by one of their own officers. 
Consequently, we shall wait a long time 
before the manuscripts of the Irish 
boroughs are dealt with by the Historical 
Manuscript Commission. I hope that if 
the Government do not see their way to 
the Amendment of my honourable and 
learned Friend, they will consent to pub- 
lish, at the expense of the Treasury, that 
valuable material which has _ been 
accumulating for years, now kept by the 
Royal Irish Academy, and which ought 
to be published without further delay. 
A great deal of this material would 
require revision before it could be puh- 
lished, but a large part of it would stilt 
be of as much value as at the time wher 
it was collected. A considerable portion 
of it is of a kind that could not now be 
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collected, as it was collected at a time 
when the districts were Irish-speaking, 
and when there was much available 
material to be had from the lips of che 
people themselves. I venture, therefore, 
to press this matter upon the Chi:f 
Secretary, and I hope that when the 
pressure of the detail business of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill is over, 
he will consider the question of the 
publication of these manuscripts, and 


confer with the Treasury upon the 
subject. 
*Sim T. ESMONDE: The honourable 


and learned Member for Louth has, in 
my opinion, dene a very great public 
service in drawing attention to this 
matter. This is really one of the greatest 
ef cur grievances in Ireland. There is 
hardly another country where vandalism 
has such abscluta free play and free 
scope as in Ireland, owing to the fact 
that the people there knew nothing what- 
ever of the history of the country. We 


know nothing whatever of the local 
history of Ireland, and very little 
of the general history. On this 


particular point. the Government now 
have an opportunity of meeting the 
wishes of Irish people of all sections and 
all classes, without imposing any charge 
on the British Treasury. I hope the 
Chief Secretary will reconsider his 
decision in this matter, which is one as 
to which the Irish people feel most 
keenly. One reason which the right 
honourable Gentleman gave—it was, per- 
haps, the only reason—for refusing te 
the clause proposed by the 
honcurable and learned Member for 
Louth was that the county councils of Ire- 
land were not the proper bodies to decide 
what historical manuscripts and docu- 
ments ought to be published in this way. 
If the Irish ccunty councils do not know 
what matters are of importance to their 
localities, and what historical matters are 
of local interest, I wonder what other 
bodies are better able to decide tha: 
point. I should have thought that 
people who live in the country, people 
who know something of the legends and 
of the traditions of the country, people 
who were brought up and nurtured in 
the locality—that they would best know 
what is likely to interest the locality, and 
what ought to be preserved. In Ireland 


accept 
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we have maps of every Irish barony 
and every Irish parish made in 1652 to 
1656, during the confiscations of the 
Commonwealth, by Sir William Petty 
and his associates of the Down 
Survey. These maps are the foundation 
of the ordnance survey maps. We 
know that these priceless manu- 
scripts were once nearly burned ; 
some of them now show marks of the fire 
which nearly destroyed them. Why 
should not each Irish county have the 
maps of that county reproduced? I only 
give that as one illustration. There was 
an unfortunate fire in Dublin in the lasc 
century, in which an immense quantity 
of priceless historical material was 
destroyed. There is no guarantee that 
a similar accident may not occur at 
any time, and destroy the remaining his- 
torical documents. No one takes any 
interest in this matter except the officials 
at the Record Office. There is no interest 
taken by the Government of the country 
in these things, which are, after all, the 
most important of a nation’s possessions. 
I do not wish to detain the Committee, 
but I think that we Irishmen are fully 
justified in entering our strongest pro- 
test against the refusal of the Govern- 
ment to accept the clause proposed by 
the honourable and learned Member for 
Louth. The late Sir John Gilbert, in one 
of his last letters to me, complained, as 
we all complain, of the delay which has 
taken place in the publication of certain 
Irish historical manuscripts—delay which 
will result, we all know, in none of the 
documents being published in our time. 
If we could get some assurance from the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland that he will 
expedite the publication of these his- 
torical documents, possibly my honour- 
able and learned Friend might be inclined 
to withdraw the clause; but in the 
absence of any such assurance, I hope be 
will persevere, and take a Division upon 
it. I have spoken of the danger that 
exists of the remaining historical manu- 
scripts being destroyed by fire, I do not 
think that point can be too strongly 
urged on the Government. At all events, 





if the Government will not allow us to 
publish these documents at our own 
expense, I say that it is the duty of the 
Government to take steps to prevent 
them from being in danger of destruction 
by fire. 


This Bill, as has been well 
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remarked by my honourable Friend the 
Member for Londonderry, takes away 
from the corporations of Ireland the 
power which they now possess of publish- 
ing ancient historical documents. That 
is one of the grave defects of the Bill, 
and I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary will consider 
how strongly we feel on this point, and 
either agree to the clause of my honour- 
able and learned Friend, or give us some 
assurance that the Government will take 
steps to secure more speedy publication 
of these documents. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University): 
I cannot help thinking that the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has a little overstated the case 
against the clause proposed by the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth. The right honourable Gent!eman 
seems to think it would give the county 
council the power of deciding, but as far 
as I can see they will only recommend 
the editing of the historical documents 
relating to their own county, and the 
Royal Irish Academy—one of the most 
competent bodies in a case of this sort— 
would decide what manuscripts should be 
printed. Ido not wish to insist upon the 
particular form of the clause, but I think 
the Government should do something to 
accelerate the publication of historical 
documents. Anyone who has_ had 
occasion to study Irish history, must be 
painfully aware how extremely difficult it 
is to get access to the materials of county 
history. I know there are a good many 
people in Ireland who are inclined to 
agree with the old lady who said she 
objected to history and historians, be- 
cause her principle was to let bygones be 
bygones, and I confess that the use to 
which history is often turned in Ireland 
sometimes makes me sympathise with 
her, especially in the month of July; 
but there is much valuable and uncon- 
tentious historical material that is at 
present unget-at-able, and I think the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth has done good service in bringing 
this matter forward and urging it upon 
the attention of the Government. 


Mr. CLANCY: The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary stated 
two objections to this clause, the first 
being that county councils were not the 


Sir T. Esmonde. 
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proper bodies to recommend the publica- 
tion of these manuscripts. I would like 
to say, in the first place, that that 
insinuation against the local bodies does 
not come well from the right honourable 
Gentleman, after an incident, of which 
I became aware to-day, which has jusc 
happened in Ireland. It appears that so 
highly does the Local Government Board 
regard the educational capacity of the 
local bodies in Ireland that, in sending 
spraying machines to rural bodies, they 
actually sent instructions how to use 
them written in French. I would suggest 
to the right honourable Gentleman that 
the way this clause will work out is this. 
The Royal Irish Academy will probably 
intimate to some local authority that 
they should make a recommendation, 
and, upon their complying, the whols 
duty of carrying out the matter will rest 
with the Royal Irish Academy, than 
whom there can be no more competent 
body for dealing with such questions. I 
do not like the prospect of the local 
bodies in Ireland being deprived of ;il 
their power in this matter, as will be the 
case under this Bill, and I should par- 
ticularly regret it in the case of Dublin. 
The honourable and learned Member for 
Louth referred to a particular book, the 
publication of which stopped short at the 
first volume. That book was not half so 
important from a practical point of view 
as a book which was published som» 
years ago by the Dublin Corporation, and 
which was written and edited by the then 
law agent, Mr. Francis Morgan, solicitor. 
It was one of the most important his- 
torical documents ever printed, and 
related especially to the city of Dublin. 
I would advise honourable Members of 
this House, if they want to know how a 
city could be governed in the old days 
before the reformed corporation, to make 
acquaintance with that volume, in the 
course of which they will find it stated 
that the Earl of Pembroke and other 
gentlemen of that kind from England got 
hold of whole streets in Dublin for a 
barleycorn rent a year. I do not wish 
to labour this point, but that book is 
specimen of what may yet be forthcoming 
if the Corporation of Dublin is not 
deprived of the power of publishing such 
books in the future. The real objection 
is to spending any money at all. The 
Chief Secretary cbjects to our spending 
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even our own money. I am afraid he 
wants it for another purpose—namely, to 
meet another demand from Ireland which 
ought to be met by the Imperial Fund. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: It will be 
quite impossible to come to any conclu- 
sion on this subject before this Bill has 
gone through its remaining stages. When, 
however, I am relieved from the pressure 
of work which this Bill necessarily entails, 
I will look into the question as to the 
publication of these manuscripts, and will 
then confer with the Treasury. 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: I will ask leave to 
withdraw the clause. Perhaps I may be 
permitted to say that I heard much 
the same speech 18 years ago. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn, 
Another clause— 


“Tt shall be lawful for a county council or 
a district council from time to time to authorise 
the laying or removal of any pipe, aqueduct, 
or wire under or over any public road within 
its jurisdiction, subject to such conditions for 
the protection of telegraphs as the Postmaster 
General may by law impose.”—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: This clause is to 
enable a county council to lay pipes or 
to remove them in any public road within 
its jurisdiction. Really the roads do not 
belong to anybody. The power would be 
used principally for the purpose of getting 
supplies of spring water, and I think that 
something should be done enabling 
towns to obtain a common supply of drink- 
ing water. It would not be an unreason- 
able facility to give. 


Mr. ATKINSON: We cannot accept 
this Amendment, which would give a 
power to the county council which no 
other local body has got. My honourable 
Friend knows that the whole water supply 
of Dublin and the surrounding districts 
is brought in by one set of pipes over 
a distance of 20 miles, and for the whole 
of that distance they run under the roads. 
If this clause were to pass the 14 towns 
through which these pipes run might all 
have something to say to the water supply 
to Dublin, besides which, as the clause 
stands, it gives power to any particular 
body to lay pipes in the road in a way 
that might seriously interfere with pri- 
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vate rights. That is only one instance, 
but plenty of others might be selected. 
Such powers as these could not possibly 
be conferred on ordinary rural autho- 
rities—it would be entirely opposed to 
all precedent, and might ‘be most. 
injurious. 

Mr. T, M. HEALY: Of course, I do not: 
want to override any existing Statute or 
clause, but undoubtedly the law is most 
miserable as it is. I beg leave to 
withdraw, 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another clause— 


“ No proceeding, civil or criminal, shall le 
against a member of any body purporting to 
act under the authority of this Act, unless 
sych proceeding could be taken against a 
member of the governing body of any town 

Ireland under the Acts regulating corpora- 
tions or town commissioners.”—(Mr. 7’. M. 


Healy.) 


Mr. T, M. HEALY: The Bill, as it. 
stands, does not provide any protection 
for the county councillors which corpora- 
tions and other public bodies have. It 
is a curious fact that in all other Acts 
there is a protection given, and I think it. 
is only right that the same protection 
should be given to a county councillor as 
is given to a member of a corporation or 
a town commissioner. 


Mr, ATKINSON: I do not think the 
protection sought for by the honourable 
and learned Member is required so much 
in the case of a county council as it is in 
the case of borough and urban districts ; 
but I think they should have the same 
protection as exists in the case of town 
commissioners. I have looked into the 
matter most carefully, and, it necessary, I 
shall be happy to bring up a new clause. 


Mr. T, M. HEALY: I beg to withdraw 
the clause. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next clause, “ Pro- 
vision for Existing Town Clerks,” stand- 
ing in the name of the honourable 
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not be moved on the Report stage, be- 
wause it provides that he shall— 


“‘ be entitled to receive from the council of such 
borough or district, if he has the qualifications 
for a superannuation allowance required by the 
said Act, or the Acts and rules relating to Her 
Majesty’s Civil Service, a superannuation allow- 
zance in accordance with the said Act of 1869.” 


That is clearly a clause which could not 
be moved on the Report. The next 
clause, in the name of the honourable 
‘and learned Member for North Louth, 
““Provision as to ballot boxes, etc., at 
elections,” is open to the same objection, 
because it deals with the provision of 
ballot boxes, which would have to be paid 
for out of the public funds. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I submit, Sir, 
that the word “ provide ” should be “ pre- 
serve,’ and if that word were there I 
think the clause would not be a charge 
upon the rates, because it would only be 
to “preserve” existing ballot boxes 
which the returning officers have in their 
possession for Parliamentary purposes, so 
that they would be applied to these local 
purposes. I think, amended in that way, 
with “preserve” instead of “ provide,” 
jt would not be open to objection. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We propose 
to put down a somewhat similar clause 
ourselves. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the clause were 
only for the purpose of allowing existing 
ballot boxes to be used for Par- 
liamentary purposes that would not 
be open to the objection I have raised 
against it in its present form. The next 
clause, “Provision for existing town 
clerks and officers to Town Commis- 
sioners,’ standing in the name of the 
honourable Member for Belfast, cannot be 
moved for the reasons I have already 
given against the clause suggested by the 
honourable Member for Dublin. The 
mext clause, standing in the name of the 
honourable Member for North Louth, 
cannot be moved now, because it deals 
with harbour boards. Generally speak- 
ing, harbours are commercial under- 
takings, which are in no way connected 
with local government, 


Mr. T. M, HEALY: A clause somewhat 
to this effect was moved in Committee. 


Mr. Speaker, 
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I gather that we have some sort of pledge 
from the Government that they would 
look into the matter. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Might I respect- 
fully submit that there is a clause ip 
the Bill which allows local bodies, includ- 
ing harbour boards, to be dealt with 
voluntarily ; and, therefore, by a small 
extension of the Bill, you could give these 
compulsory powers to deal with harbour 
boards. Harbours are already, in an 
indirect way, provided for by the Bill, 
and I respectfully submit that this is not 
beyond the scope of the Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A new clause, dealing 

with matters which are essentially com- 
mercial undertakings, is decidedly out- 
side the scope of a Local Government 
Bill. 

Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): In Committee I moved an 
Amendment very much on the same lines 
to the Amendment now before the House, 
and I was told by the Chief Secretary 
that the matter should have his 
consideration. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I know nothing about 
that. These are questions on which J 
have to exercise my own judgment, and 
this clause is quite outside the scope of 
the Bill. The next clause, “ Municipal 
Assessors,” stands in the name of the 
honourable Member for Cork. It is 
rather doubtful whether he proposes that 
the two new assessors should be paid 
assessors. It would not be out of order 
unless that appeared to be so. 

Mr, VESEY KNOX: I have the same 


clause. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; in the same 
words. The next Amendment, “ Property 


qualification of coroner for city of 
Dublin,” stands in the name of the 
honourable Member for North Dublin. I 
think that that should come in as an 
Amendment to clause 13. 


Mr, CLANCY: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to point out that that point is 
touched in page 57 of the Amendments. 
“39 and 40 Victoria, chapter 43,” does 
not really apply to the county of Dublin. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether the 
Government proposes to accept this 
Amendment ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We should 
not resist it, 


Mr. CLANCY: The property qualifica- 
tion was abolished for every city of Ire- 
land excepting Dublin. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member had better bring up an Amend- 
ment. 


Another Amendment— 


“ After the year 1898 lists of Parliamentary 
electors in Ireland and the local government 
supplement thereto, and the Parliamentary 
register of electors, and the local government 
register of electors, shall in each electoral divi- 
sion or part thereof be made out according to 
streets where streets exist, and elsewhere shall 
be made out according to townlands ; the names 
of electors in each townland being arranged in 
alphabetical order, and all precepts and forms 
contained in and used under the Registration 
Acts and the Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
shall be modified and adapted accordingly.’-- 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I understand that 
the Government have given a pledge to 
consider this matter. This is a question 
of alphabetical preparation of lists. We 
discussed it for a long time in Com- 
mittee, and it was agreed it was simply 
a question of a clause to be moved. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think I can accept the clause in its pre- 
sent form. I agreed to accept a@ clause, 
but I am afraid there are some objec- 
tions open to this one. In the first 
place, it contains some proposition to 
make double entries, and I think it 
would increase the expense in setting 
the matter in type. The clause is to 
some extent based upon the provision in 
the English Act; but in the English 
Act the system is not compulsory, and 
it does not apply to country districts at 
all. It appears to me also that the 
words “where streets exist” are doubt- 
ful. Does that phrase “where streets 
exist” apply to every urban district? I 
think it is obvious that if the lists have 
to. be made up by electoral divisions 
you will have to determine whether they 
are to be made up by streets or other- 
wise. I am ready to consider now 
whether you can apply the provisions 
which are in force in England to Ireland, 
that is to say, to the borough districts. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We have them 
already in Ireland. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
matter really requires more consideration 
than I have been able to give it now. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What I suggest 
to the Government is this. I will with- 
draw this clause now, and I ask the 
Government to take into consideration 
whether between now and the Committee 
stage they will themselves put down a 
clause. I certainly think they are wrong 
in not accepting this. I think they 
ought to accept it. But will they do 
what I suggest! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. I 
will do that, but without any absolute 
pledge that we will frame it in any par- 
ticular way. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Certainly, we 
never give an absolute pledge. I beg 
leave, Sir, to withdraw the clause. 


¥Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next clause 
standing in the name of the honourable 
Member for Derry, “Tramways and 
Canals,” cannot be moved on the Report 
stage for the reasons I have already 
given, 


Another clause— 

“The council of any county borough may, 
if they think fit, appoint two municipal asses- 
sors, on or before the 31st day of January in 
each year, to execute for that year, in leu of 
the town clerk, all powers and duties in rela- 
tion to the registration of electors and to jurors’ 
lists, and such duties in relation to the col- 
lection of rates as the Town Clerk may assign 
to them, and at elections for such assessors 
each councillor shall have only one vote.”— 


(Mr. Knox.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I venture to 
hope that the Government will allow 
this Amendment to be passed. There 
are many boroughs in Ireland where 
there is considerable difficulty in the 
working out of the divisions which come 
under the general law as amended by this 
Act. I think it would be only right 
that an opportunity should be given to 
those local authorities who wish it to 
attempt an experiment of adopting in 
Ireland the system which has worked so 
very well in Scotland. In Scotland the 
registration is very much less expensive 
than in any other part of the United 
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Kingdom. The reason is that the lists 
are prepared there by special officers, 
who give to the matter trained skill and 
attention, and those special officers pre- 
pare the lists so well that the revising 
barrister in Scotland has comparatively 
little to do. Now, I do not say that the 
Scotch system could be applied to the 
whole of Ireland, but I believe that it 
would be a great advantage if it could 
be applied to some places in Ireland; 
say in those places where the councils 
wished to try the experiment. After 
all, it will not be an untried ex- 
periment, because it has been tried 
for a long time and has_ worked 
very well in the neighbouring country of 
Scotland, and is one which the Chief 
Secretary will admit has much to recom- 
mend it. Thia might also be described 
as an importation from Scotland, and in 
that sense I think the right honourable 
Gentleman ought to support it. Objec- 
tion may be urged that the officials ap- 
pointed for this purpose by corporations 
might be appointed according to the 
views of the corporation, whether they 
happened to be Nationalist or Conser- 
vative, or whatever views they might 
happen to have. In order to prevent 


officials being appointed in that way, I 


propose that the existing procedure 
which now has effect in the case of 
municipalities shall be used for this pur- 
pose, and that each voter shall have a 
vote—that there shall be an election by 
the corporations, and that at the election 
each member of the corporation shall 
have one vote. In that way I think you 
would have fair security that in those 
boroughs there would be one of the as- 
sessors who would represent more or less 
one party and one who would represent 
the other. I do not think that it is pos- 
sible in most parts of Ireland to get any 
one man who can be trusted by himself 
to make up the electoral list fairly. I 
do not speak for the whole of Ireland, 
because I know that there are parts 
where party feeling is not so high, but 
speaking for those parts with which I 
am better acquainted, I do not think it 
is possible to get any one man, however 
good and honest he may be, who can be 
trusted to make up the electoral lists 
with real impartiality. I think if you 
have one man for each side, the two 
watching each other, you are likely to 
get justice. I think also you will get 
Mr. Vesey Knoz. 
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economy. A vast deal of the time of 
the revising barrister is spent which 
would not be spent if the lists were pro- 
perly prepared. The lists are thrown 
before the revising barrister without any 
care whatever by officials who are paid 
to prepare them. They do not really 
care about them because they have the 
idea that the thing will be fought out, 
and that it does not much matter, be- 
cause there will be the party agents to 
deal with them at the party expense. It 
would be found a most satisfactory thing 
if instead of all this work of preparing 
the lists being done practically before 
the revising barrister, they should be 
prepared by competent officers, and the 
revising barrister should have less work 
to do when he comes down to the city, 
Furthermore, it would be found that this 
would not throw any increased burden 
upon the rates of a town, because it 
would be necessary for the town to em- 
ploy officials in connection with the rates, 
and the work of preparing the Parlia- 
mentary list would work in with that 
duty ; and I do not think, therefore, that 
it will be found that if this Amendment 
were accepted it would lead to any in- 
creased expense being thrown upon the 
rates of the town. It is put in such a 
form that it will not be imposed upon a 
town without the express wish of the 
town, and I think it gives adequate 
security for the fair representation of 
both parties. I therefore venture to 
very strongly express the hope that the 
House will be able to accept this clause. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Government 
cannot accept this clause upon the ex- 
traordinary view that it is impossible to 
find an honest man in Ireland. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: It is not a ques- 
tion of finding an honest man, but of 
securing an honest result. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I think if the clause 
were carried we should be placing the 
boroughs at an unnecessary expense. I 
have three objections to this clause. It 
is, as I said, an unnecessary expense, it 
is not an efficient way of obtaining a 
result, and it is an unnecessary creation 
of officers. In the past I think the work 
has been properly done, and I cannot 
understand why it should be thought 
necessary that the preparation of the 
election lists should be delegated to two 
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men to whom the collection of the rates 
is to be delegated—one, I suppose, to 
collect for the Conservatives, and the 
other for the Nationalists. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The clause only 
intends that these men should be em- 
ployed in the collection of rates at other 
times of the year. 


Mr. ATKINSON : That is the most ob- 
jectionable feature of the scheme. It 
would be most objectionable to have a 
partisan collector employed to put on as 
many votes as he possibly could on his 
own particular political party, and who 
will therefore pass by every partisan in 
asking for the rates, the non-payment of 
which would disqualify for a vote; and 
then you would have the other collector 
harrying them for the rates. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: It is no use my 
proceeding. There is nothing in this 
Amendment which cannot be done by the 
corporation now; the only thing is that 
these corporations will, under the exist- 
ing state of things, appoint persons on 
one side only, whereas my Amendment 
would secure that there should be one 
on the other side to watch. I beg leave 
to withdraw. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The other Amend- 
ment is out of order, because it autho- 
rises the payment of money by the Trea- 
sury, and that is an Amendment which 
cannot be moved on a Report stage. 


Another clause— 


“Notwithstanding anything in the eleventh 
section of the Dispensary Houses (Ireland) Act, 
1879, a lease to a board of guardians made 
thereunder may be for any term which the 
owner has power to grant..—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T; M. HEALY: I hope there will 
be no objection to this Amendment. It 
ia a very small one. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall not 
offer any objection to there being 
added at the end these words, “not 
being less than 60 years.” I believe as 
the clause stands at present it is the re- 
sult of a misprint; it should have read 
“not being less than 60 years,” but as it 
is printed it reads, “ not being more than 
60 years.” 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is to be attri- 
buted to the wisdom of the British 
Government that they have accepted the 
clause. I beg leave to accept the right 
honourable Gentleman’s Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that 
these words be added at the end of the 
clause, “not being less than 60 years.” 


Amendment agreed to, 


The clause, as amended, was added to 
the Bill. 


Another clause— 


“Where the undertaking of a tramway com- 
pany becomes, or has become, the property of 
a county council, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) 
Act, 1883, or any Order in Council issued 
thereunder, the council may enter into an 
arraggement with any railway or tramway 
nadie, with any of whose railways or tram- 
ways the said undertaking is connected, for 
the working of the said undertaking, upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon.”—(Mr. 7’. M. 
Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This clause is in- 
tended to meet two cases which have 
arisen in the county of Cork, where, under 
the Tramways Act, the grand jury has 
been compelled to take over an existing 
light railway, and has been compelled 
to work it at a great expense, without 
their having a chance of entering into 
an agreement with the tramway company, 
who could work it better with less cost. 
This simply provides that the grand jury, 
nstead of working the railway themselves, 
can hand it over to another company, 
who, with greater knowledge, will be able 
to work the undertaking with greater 
success. It is not at all a controversial 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I explained 
on Friday that I would accept this clause 
with regard to tramways and light rail- 
ways, provided that the acceptation of it 
by the Government should not be made 
a precedent, and used as an argument 


against us in the future. There is, I 
admit, also a case made out for this. I 
think it is desirable that a change should 
be made in the law, and upon this clause 
we shall offer no opposition, provided it 
is understood that it will not be used as an 
argument against ourselves if on future 


U 2 





Local Government 


543 


occasions more extensive proposals in 
this direction should be made. I would 
suggest, however, that after the word 
“may” in clause 9. there should be added 
words providing that the powers under 
this clause should only be set in motion 
with the approval of the Lord Lieutenant. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Now, really, that 


is monstrous. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Might I point out 
that in England, under the English Tram- 
ways Act, a corporation which  ac- 
quires a tramway cannot work it itself, 
but must lease it, unless it gets special 
Parliamentary powers! In Ireland, when 
the local authority gets a tramway it must 
work it itself and cannot lease it. Now 
we are only asking that the Irish autho- 
rities should have power to do that which 
the English authorities must do. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This means the in- 
sertion of a new clause, and in that case 
there are many things to be considered. 
There is the safety of the public, which 
in these matters is very much at the 
mercy of the company. Certain powers 
are given to you by an Order in Council, 
which is equivalent to an Act of Parlia- 
ment. All those powers are vested in 
the grand juries at present, and this 
clause is to enable them to contract with 
some other company without having any 
Parliamentary power to do so, or Order 
in Council, without any responsibility 
upon any person to see whether the 
company to whom the railway is to be 
handed over is giving adequate competi- 
tion, which to the public is so desirable. 
It might be that the company, with which 
the corporation had contracted to work 
this line, have not the means to do so, 
and we are to have no authority to exer- 
cise control over them or pass an opinion 
upon them, because the corporation, upon 
its own motion, under the powers of the 
Tramways Act, could at once hand it 
over to be worked by another company. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: That is the law 


in England now. 


Mr, ATKINSON: No; they must lease 
it. I should suggest that this power 
should not be given, save with the 
approval of the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bilt. 
Amendment proposed— 


544 


“Line 4, after the word ‘may,’ insert ‘ with 
the approval of the Lord Lieutenant in Coun- 
cil.’ "—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I accept that 


Amendment. 


The clause, as amended, was added to 
the Bill. 


Other clauses— 


“That the urban district council of Newry, 
at any time within six months from its first. 
meeting, shall have the right to elect whether 
the area within the jurisdiction of the said 
council shall be declared to be in the county 
of Armagh or of Down, and the Locaf 
Government Board shall have power to so 
declare it, and shall so declare it if required to. 
do so by the said council. 


“The urban district council of Newry shal¥ 
not be liable to contribute to the salaries or 
expenses of the county secretary, county sur- 
veyor, or assistant county surveyor of the 
counties of Down or Armagh, or to the expenses 
of the revision of the lists of electors of said 
counties outside of said urban district.”—(Mr. 
Carvill.) 


Mr. CARVILL: I beg to move the 
clauses which stand in my-name. I may 
explain to the House that the borough of 
Newry is situated in a most peculiar posi- 
tion, in so far that the inhabitants have 
never been quite able to agree as to which 
county they should form part of— 
Armagh or Down. Therefore they come 
to this House to ask that an option 
should be given to them any time within 
six months after the first meeting of the 
council, and that time would enable the 
people to come to the conclusion as to 
which arrangements would be best for 
Newry, whether they should form part of 
the county of Down or of Armagh. 
With regard to the second clause, 
it will be seen that we simply ask 
that by the working of the new 
Bill no charges should be _ inflicted 
upon the town of Newry which it has 
hitherto been exempted from. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary has frequently stated, 
with regard to the urban district coun- 
cils, that the present status will be main- 
tained, and in making this Bill we should 
not be inflicted with greater rates. 
Therefore, I ask the House to accept this 
clause. I am only asking what I under- 
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stand the Government is willing to 
concede. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It will be 
impossible to accept this Amendment. 
In the first place, it should not rest with 
Newry alone to decide what county it 
should be placed in. Not only that, but 
we have already a clause that if any dis- 
trict is dissatisfied with the decision of 
the Local Government Board, it has the 
right to appeal within six months. If 
Newry is dissatisfied with the decision of 
the Local Government Board as to which 
county it should be placed in, then it 
should appeal, within six months of the 
passing of the Act, to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I do not see why Newry 
should itself be placed in a different posi- 
tion to any other county in Ireland. 
With regard to the second clause that the 
honourable Gentleman moved, the same 
consideration largely applies. There is 
no possible reason why Newry should be 
placed in a position by itself, nor that it 
should be relieved from contributing to 
the county-at-large cess. Why should 
it cease to do so? 


Mr. CARVILL: What we object to is 
that under the new arrangements Newry 
may not only have to defray the expenses 
of its own officers, but it may also be 
obliged, as part of the county, to defray 
a portion of the charges of similar officers 
for the county which we do not at present 
pay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If there is 
any arrangement that Newry should 
not contribute to other county-at-large 
charges that will be continued, but if 
there is no such arrangement, I do not 
see why they should cease to do so. I 
object on several grounds to a special 
clause of this kind. If it is put forward 
on behalf of Newry that it has a valid 
claim, then the clause ought to be ex- 
tended, but if the claim put forward is 
not valid in the case of other places in 
Treland, then I do not see why Newry 
should be treated differently to them. 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: I have felt a great 
interest in connection with these towns 
and their treatment in this Bill, and I 
think there will be great trouble later 
It is a curious fact that all the town- 
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ships around our towns have made a 
similar arrangement to that which my 
honourable Friend proposes with regard 
to Newry. There is one thing which my 
Friend has forgotten for the moment, and 
that is that he has put down an adjust- 
ment clause, under which Newry will be 
liable to readjustment. J agree with the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, that any law with regard to 
this matter should be general. I do think 
that the Government, by the two clauses 
which they have brought in, have to some 
extent met many of the proposals put 
forward by my honourable Friend. 


Motion that the clauses be read a 
second time negatived. 


Another clause— 


“Nothing in this Act shall prevent any 
high constable and collector, or collector of a 
barony or district, from collecting in like 
manner as if this Act had not passed any 
county cess comprised in any warrant held by 
him prior to the next spring assizes, whether 
he had lodged the amount thereof to credit of 
the county treasurer or not, and for the pur- 
pose of such collection such warrants shall 
remain in full force and effect for the period of 
two years from the date of their issue, and 
notwithstanding any provision to the contra‘ 
in any existing Act of Parliament contained, 
such high constable and collector or collector 
of a barony or district shall, by virtue of such 
warrant, be entitled to enforce within the 
period aforesaid the collection of all county 
cess included therein by distress or other legal 
process, except such portion as may be dealt 
with as irrecoverable or uncollectable under the 
provisions of the next succeeding paragraph 
of this section. 

“Provided that if such constable or collector 
alleges that any portion of the said cess not 
recovered by him is at the appointed day 
irrecoverable, or from sufficient cause uncollect- 
able, and that if this Act had not passed he 
would have been relieved by the grand jury 
from paying that portion, or that such portion, 
if paid in by him, would have been presented 
to him by the grand jury, he may apply to 
the county council to relieve him from so pay- 
ing that portion, or if he had paid it to the 
county treasurer, to repay him the sum paid ; 
and the county council, if it seems, having 
regard to the diligence used by the high con- 
stable or collector, and to the poundage he 
received in respect to the collection and to all 
the circumstances of the case, equitable to 
grant the application in whole or in part, may 
so grant the application, and pay the necessary 
sum as part of their expenses in the execution 
of this Act. 

“ Provided always, in the event of the refusal 
of such application by the county council, the 
high constable and collector, or collector of a 
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barony or district, may appeal from such 
refusal to the Local Government Board, who 
shall entertain the subject matter of such 
appeal, and make such order thereon as to them 
seems just. 

“ Provided nothing in this section shall affect 
the right of the county council to recover such 
uncollected cess, or so much thereof as they 
shall deem fit, and all provisions in any exist- 
ing Acts of Parliament applicable to the 
recovery of such cess by grand juries shall 
apply to the county councils under this Act.”— 
(Sir John Colomb.) 


*Sr J. COLOMB: 


This clause, or a 


great deal of it, is contained in clause 88. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This surely, 
Sir, should not be moved except on 
clause 8&8. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This appears to be 
really an alternative to clause 88. If 
this clause is carried, it will be necessary 
to strike out clause 88; you could not 
carry them together, 


*Sir J. COLOMB: This clause would 
embody in clause 88 matters which are 
not now included in clause 88. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then it would be the 
proper way to move it as a new clause 
in place of clause 88. If it is possible to 
take clause 88 as a basis upon which to 
move this as an Amendment, then this 
should be moved as an Amendment upon 
clause 88. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Upon a point of 
order, without the consent of the right 
honourable Gentleman, I understand I 
could not move to amend clause &8. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: When clause 88 is 
reached in the Report stage, the honour- 
able Gentleman may propose his Amend- 
ment. 


Another clause— 


“ Any contract in writing which, if made by 
private persons would not by law be required 
to be made under seal, may, if made by a 
county or district council, be made under the 
hand of any two councillors acting by the 
direction, and on behalf of, the council.”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: I do hope the 
Government will see their way to accept 


this proposal. It is a very reasonable 
proposal—namely that a corporation or 
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county council shall be at liberty to con- 
duct their proceedings without sealing- 
wax. Will you accept it? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No; of course not. 
I will tell the House why the Government 
cannot accept this proposal. Every cor- 
poration now can make their contracts 
without seal; being able to do that, all 
they have to pay to the British Govern- 
ment is a stamp duty of 6d. But when 
you come to county councils and corpora- 
tions, which have to make them under 
seal, there is a stamp duty of 10s. This 
is a proposal on the part of the Govern- 
ment to make them pay a stamp duty of 
10s., every time they make a contract, to 
the British Government, because sealing- 
wax is resorted to on the document. In 
the whole of the English section of the 
Commissioners Acts, every town, not 
being a corporation, can make its con- 
tracts not under seal, and, although the 
grand jury at this moment can for many 
purposes dispense with the stamp duty 
altogether in the preparing of its con- 
tracts, you are going to levy a 10s, stamp 
duty in the future. In this country we 
have heard of the abatements to which 
Ireland is entitled under the Act of 
Union—it was not an Act of Union, it 
was a Treaty of Union, made between 
two Parliaments ; it is a misnomer. These 
proposals in the Local Government Act 
which you are going to give us are 
miserable Treasury dodges. They are 
intended to shave the heads of the Irish 
people a little more; as if they were not 
sufficiently shorn already. I do not see 
why you should, upon a contract, levy a 
duty of 9s. 6d. more than you would 
otherwise receive. Take the Towns Com- 
missioners: they can make a contract by 
two of the Commissioners signing it, and 
thereby they save 9s, 6d. from being sent 
to Downing Street to be spent in street 
improvements in London, costing 
£3,000,000 a year. It is a most mon- 
strous thing that you should not accept 
this very moderate proposal. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This Act does not 
place these corporations in any worse 
position than any other corporation in 
the three kingdoms. Every county 
council is a corporation, and every county 
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council or other corporate body, must 
contract by seal. We have to see that 
any amendment in the law shall be 
general, and I followed the judgment of 
Lord Blackburn, in which he laid it down 
that it was most important that in all 
serious acts of these bodies their con- 
tract should be by seal. He was dealing 
with the powers of pwblic bodies under 
the Agricultural Act of 1875, and he de- 
livered a judgment showing how wise it 
was to require every formality of the 
seal. First of all, it was required for the 
concurrence of the person authorised 
under the seal, and it also relieved the 
person who took the contract from 
making inquiries as to whether the autho- 
rity had been properly given to affix the 
seal. He is subject to no inconvenience 
of inquiry as to the validity of the con- 
tract if the seal is there. It may be 
possible wita regard to the Towns Com- 
missioners that the necessity for using 
the seal is dispensed with, but then the 
affairs which they have to transact are 
comparatively small, whereas the affairs 
which the county councils will have to 
transact will be comparatively large. 
The exception is made in the case of 
Towns Commissioners exercising sealing 
powers, because of the small amounts of 
their contracts. 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: Does that apply 


to district councils? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No: the affairs 
which they have to deal with are large 
also. There is no argument whatever 
why the general law of England should 
be entirely dispensed with. with regard 
to these corporate bodies, which will have 
very wide and extensive powers. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I hope the 
House will adopt the clause of the honour- 
able Member for North Louth. This pro- 
posal of the Government will impose 
a considerable tax upon the Irish coun- 
ties. It is substituting the county coun- 
cils for the grand juries, which were not 
corporate bodies, and any contracts en- 
tered into by the grand juries did not 
require to be under seal. The Towns 
Commissioners are corporations, but 
they can act without the solemnity of a 
seal. In the Towns Improvement Act a 
special section was introduced to obviate 
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the necessity of the seal. Old common law 
doctrines applied to old common law cor- 
porations made it a necessity to use a 
seal, but that does not apply to new cor- 
porations, like the Towns Commissioners, 
or the county councils called into 
existence by this Bill. Under the 
Joint Stock Companies Act, where 
companies are incorporated and become 
bodies corporate, there is always 
a provision that they may enter into 
contracts binding them, without the 
solemnity of a seal, through the medium 
of their secretary, so as to remove the 
necessity of paying a 10s. stamp upon 
their ordinary transactions. All you have 
to do in this clause is to have a resolu- 
tion passed by the county councils and 
the district councils, authorising the 
chairman or two of the councillors to put 
their names to the documents, and when 
that is done they would be empowered 
to give it all necessary solemnity. I 
think it is very unreasonable to impose 
this duty on the ratepayers. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I support this 
because I think the Government have not 
met the point by saying that it imposes 
no greater hardship upon these corpora- 
tions than any of the corporate bodies 
of England. That may be correct, so far 
as it goes, but the law imposes upon the 
Irish councils an obligation which it does 
not impose upon the English county coun- 
cils. That is the obligation of contract- 
ing for very small amounts. It will be 
necessary for Irish county councils to 
make a great many more contracts in 
the course of the year than the 
English councils do. The English 
councils take very few contracts in 
the course of the year, they have a 
standing contract by which the roads are 
made and repaired, and only in very excep- 
tional cases do they make a contract at 
all. The county councils in Ireland will 
have to make a vast number of contracts, 
and while you extract very little from the 
English county councils, you will extract 
very large sums from the Irish county 
councils. I beg to say that the sum in- 
volved in this clause is at least as much 
as the £5,000 a year we are to receive 
on the Agricultural Vote, of which the 
House has heard a good deal. The whole 
amount is very much larger than that 
spread over the whole time. The grand 
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juries have been able to get on very well 
for a considerable time without contract- 
ing under seal, and [ do not see that there 
is any necessity for any such solemnity 
being put upon the county councils, 
which was not binding upon the grand 
juries. The grand juries had had many 
faults, but I have never heard of any 
act of undue formality in their proceed- 
ings was one of them. They have been 
able to do without the adventitious aid 
of the seal and 10s, stamp. I do think 
the circumstances are very different, inas- 
much as you impose upon the Irish Local 
Government conditions which are not 
binding upon the local bodies in Eng- 
land. It is only fair that you should 
allow them to make their contracts with- 
out these seals, which we all know will 
reduce our prosperity, and it is ridiculous 
to suggest that it is necessary now to put 
a duty upon all contracts of 10s., whereas 
all these years past a sixpenny stamp has 
been good enough. I think the Amend- 
ment ought to be accepted. The circum- 
stances are different, and you impose a 
very much heavier tax upon Ireland than 
you do upon England by a similar law. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): It 
does not seem to me that the Chief Secre- 
tary should make local government any 
more involved than is necessary. 


seems to me that it is not necessary to | 


go to the expense which this Bill makes 
possible ; it is not at all reasonable. Of 
course, to England the sum of £3,000, or 
£4,000, or £5,000, may seem a small 
item, but to Ireland as she is it would 
be a matter of very serious moment. I 
hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will deal with the entreaties coming from 
this side of the House. I do not hear of 
any opposition, except that coming from 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland, who, of 
course, in the inner recesses of his heart, 
is anxious to see this Amendment carried. 
I cannot believe that an Trishman will 
desire to see any burden inflicted upon 
his country ; and I would therefore im- 
press upon the Government the desira- 
bility of yielding on this point, 


Mr. JORDAN : This is another 
question among many where the 


Bill purports to confer privileges and 
rights and in which we have to pay for 
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our right and privileges either large or 
small sums. Though this may appear a 
small sum, nevertheless, the case is on all 
fours with the other provisions of the Bill 
dealing with other sums of a larger 
amount. The new councils, in my 
opinion, are to supersede the old grand 
juries. But the old grand juries, so far 
as I am aware, did not pay any stamp 
duty for contracts for repairing old roads, 
nor did they pay for contracts entered 
into for making new roads, nor for con- 
tracts for building bridges, and other 
matters of that sort. Now, if the new 
councils are to supersede and be a substi- 
tute for the old grand juries, I do not 
see why the new councils should be com- 
pelled to pay stamp duty. Now, we are 
to have rural district councils and urban 
district councils, and the amounts to be 
paid for those contracts must be numerous 
and large, and if every contract is to have 
a 10s. stamp, I do not know what the 
total amount charged to Ireland will be; 
at any rate it cannot be less than about 
£5,000. It would be much more than 
£100 a year to each county. I do not 
think that would nearly do it, because 
you have three councils—urban councils, 
rural councils, and county councils, and 
each of these councils would enter into 
contracts, some of them trifling contracts, 
| but others more serious. If a 10s. stamp 
is to go on each, the total amount will 
be excessive. At every step, as I said, 
when the power and right and privilege 
of enjoying our franchise is conferred 
upon us, we have to pay enormous sums. 
I protest against this continual opening 
of the doors for the payment of these 
farge swas, By the time this Bill is 
|passed, what with one clause and another 
| providins for large payments and creating 
|new offices, I cannot tell where the taxa- 
tion of the rural districts of Ireland will 
end. I strongly appeal to the Govern- 
ment not to put the new councils in a 
worse position than the old grand juries. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government will be prepared to accept 
the addition of the words, after the words 
“district council,” in line 3, “if the sub- 
ject matter thereof do not exceed £50 
in value.” That would exempt all con- 
tracts under £50 in value. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: We will accept that. 


I think it will save us many thousands 
of pounds. 


Mr. ATKINSON: We were impressed 
by what the honourable Gentleman 
urged—that in the case of these small 
contracts the stamp duty might be op- 
pressive. With larger contracts it would 
be different. 





Amendment proposed— 

“To insert in line 3, after the words ‘ dis- 
trict council,’ ‘and the subject matter thereof 
do not exceed £50 in value.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Avreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“The charge for auditing the accounts of a 
county council in any year shall not exceed 
the sum of £100.".—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

Agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 1, line 14, to leave out from ‘ county’ 
to end of line 21..—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 2, line 3, to leave out ‘by or.’” 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 4, to leave out ‘one coun- 
cillor,’ and insert ‘two coune‘llors.’”—/( Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: Iam sorry that there 


is not in the House a larger representa- 
tion of Ireland at this moment, because 
this Amendment raises a large question 
of principle which I did not expect to 
have to move myself. I thought the 
honourable Member for North Armagh 
would have moved it, and perhaps, Sir, 
you will be able to allow a little latitude 
to the discussion, owing to the fact that 
when this principle is once decided upon 
by the House as regards county councils, 
the same principle will be accepted with 
regard to district councils, and a great 
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deal of after discussion would be saved. 
Sir, the object of this Amendment is to 
give the Bill every opportunity of work- 
ing well in its operation. It is held by a 
great many of my political friends in Ire- 
land, and I think by many, if not all the 
honourable Members opposite, that the 
success of the policy of this Measure will 
largely depend upon whether the elections 
are conducted upon purely political lines, 
and whether the candidates are chosen 
with strict regard to their administra- 
tive capacity and their other qualifica- 
tions for the work to be undertaken. 
Now, Sir, I believe that I am in touch 
with the public feeling of Ireland, and 
that there is every intention to give this 
Bill a fair chance, and to respond to the 
appeal made by the Chief Secretary in 
his introductory speech, when he said 
he trusted that all classes in Ireland 
would treat this legislation of the Govern- 
ment in the spirit in which it was 
offered, and would not treat it upon par- 
tisan or political lines. But a difficulty 
will arise in one-member constituencies, 
perhaps more in the elections of district 
councils than in those of county 
councils. At present in the rural dis- 
tricts the candidates for election will 
probably consist of elected guardians and 
er officio guardians. Well now, however 
anxious the electorate might be to draw 
their representatives from both bodies, 
they can hardly be expected to reject 
their elected man, especially where he 
has served them well, in favour of aman 
who has never submitted himself, and who 
has had no reason for submitting himself, 
to popular election. It is a very healthy 
sign in Ireland that almost from every 
county, I think from every county, the 
grand jury class have announced their 
intention of standing at the forthcoming 
elections. I think that every man in 
this House would wish to see a certain 
number of them elected, and_ that 





there are many who hold that it would 
be impossible to launch these new bodies, 
especially the county councils, under 
favourable auspices if the class which 
has hitherto had the exclusive control 
of the business were altogether pushed 
aside. There is another reason for 
having two-member constituencies which 
has been impressed upon me from several 
sources, and that is that the female sex 
have great hopes of coming to the front 
in local government elections in Ireland, 
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and that they think it is extremely hard 
upon them that no electors should have 
an opportunity of dividing their favours 
between male and female candidates. 
The objection taken by the Government, 
if objection is taken, will no doubt be on 
the ground of administrative incon- 
venience. Well, it is held by some that 
the new bodies will be inconveniently 
large if they were to be by my proposal 
numerically doubled. I do not myself 
believe that any inconvenience would 
arise. On any of these bodies the actual 
work, for a short time, is done by the 
few; and while I frankly admit that it 
is not wise to have a large number of 
men or ladies upon these bodies who are 
not going to do any work upon them, 
still upon the whole, after giving the 
best thought to the subject of which 
I am capable, and drawing upon such 
sources of experience as I possess, I have 
come to the conclusion that the interests 
of this policy would be best served by 
giving, I will not say every inducement, 
but, at any rate, every opportunity, to 
the Irish people to show that they are 
not going to conduct these elections upon 
party lines, but that they are going to 
try to render the policy of the Govern- 
ment efficient and successful by drawing 
the best men in Ireland into county 
government from whatever class or what- 
ever party they may be drawn. I 
can honestly say that I have myself 
no political object whatever in making 
this proposal, but that I am sincerely 
anxious to do everything in my power 
to keep politics out of local government 
in Ireland, whether they be the politics 
with which I agree, or the politics to 


which I am opposed. I beg to move my 
Amendment. 
CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 


N.): Sir, I did not move my Amendment 
to insert “two councillors only shall be 
elected for each electoral division,” be- 
cause it was pointed out to me that the 
Amendment of my honourable Friend 
carried out my object in a better way. 
I moved, Sir, this Amendment on a 
former occasion, and since the time I 
moved that Amendment I have received 
from various parts of Ireland represen- 
tations strongly endorsing the action I 
took on that occasion. My honourable 


Friend has said that it is his wish that 
politics should be kept out of these 
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elections. Well, I suppose that would be 
the wish of anybody who desires to see 
this Bill work successfully, but we all 
know perfectly well that the political 
proclivities of the various candidates have 
formerly been the cause of their elec- 
tion or rejection. And what I believe is 
this, and it is the reason why I support 
this proposal for a double-member con- 
stituency, that if you have two members 
you have the more chance of the various 
shades of political opinion in Ireland 
being represented on these boards than 
you would have if you have only one 
candidate for a division. If one candi- 
date happens to belong to one party and 
one to another, the natural instinct, I 
imagine, of Irishmen will be to 
favour the candidate, quite irrespec- 
tive of his capacity for adminis- 
trating public affairs, mainly accord- 
ing to the party to which he belongs. 
1 do not say that means simply that 
there may not be good candidates of 
the Nationalist body, but we must 
remember that the members of that body 
are not absolutely united, and that it 
includes several parties. Therefore, I 
can conceive that candidates might be 
proposed for a county council in Ireland 
either Unionists or followers of the honour- 
able Member for Mayo, the honourable 
Member for Louth, or the honourable 
Member for Waterford. But if there is 
only one member, I venture to say, know- 
ing my countrymen pretty well, that the 
question will be whether or not they shall 
support their own man or their own 
councillor. Well, now, Sir, my hope is 
that if there are two members for a 
county council the various shades of 
party in Ireland will exhaust their 
patriotic and political proclivities in 
voting for one member, and will vote 
for the other on the ground of common 
sense and reason. That, at any rate, is 
my hope. If, I will suppose for the sake 
of argument, I happened to be standing 
for the same constituency as the honour- 
able Member for Mayo, those who belong 
to his party would vote for him, while 
no supporter of mine would vote for him ; 
and yet, Sir, if the constituency gave 
way to their political proclivities by 
voting for the honourable Member, they 
would give way to ideas of common ‘sense 
and vote for me. Now, Sir, that is so 
obvious that I need hardly have said it. 
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At any rate, Sir, it is an undoubted fact 
that the Irish grand jurors unanimously 
supported the idea of two candidates. If, 
as honourable Members opposite have 
said, it would be perfectly useless, as if 
they returned one Nationalist we should 
return the other member ; yet the result 
might be favourable to us, and not 
injurious to them. Therefore, as 
it would not injure either party, I 
do not see why they should have any 
objection to agreeing with our view. 
It may, of course, be said that the coun- 
cils would be too large. I do not think 
that would be found to be the case. I 
rather fancy that after the novelty of 
these councils has passed away the at- 
tendance of members will be slack. Mem- 
bers will realise that their attendance 
involves a great loss of time, and there- 
fore a considerable loss of money, and 
the difficulty will be to get them to 
attend. Therefore I say that it would 
be a very great advantage, to my mind, 
to have a larger number of gentlemen 
sitting on the councils than is now pro- 
posed. I do not say that in favour of 
one political side or the other, but I do 
say that it favours a large attendance 
on the councils of men who have the 
time and the leisure to attend to the 
business of the county. Of course I 
know perfectly well that in the west of 
Ireland and in the south of Ireland 
honourable Gentlemen opposite, if they 
choose, need not return a single repre- 
sentative to the county council of the 
party to which I belong, but even if they 
did it would be an advantage to have 
men returned on the county council who 
have the leisure and the desire to take 
charge of county affairs. But if there 
are two representatives in all the 
divisions the electors might very easily 
vote for their own political friends, and 
at the same time supplement that vote 
by voting for sore political opponent. 
At any rate, Sir, I say that if it satisfies 
a considerable minority of Irishmen it 
can certainly inflict no injury upon the 
major:ty, and under those circumstances 
I cannot see that there need be any ob- 
jection on either side. I hope that the 
reasonableness of this clause will com- 
mend itself to Her Majesty’s Government, 
and that either in this House, or in 
another place, consent will be given to 
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the proposed system of double represen- 
tation on the county councils. 


Mr. DILLON: The object of this 
Amendment, according to the speech of 
the honourable and gallant Member who 
last addressed the tiouse, is to get re- 
turned on the county council the grand 
jurors and the ev-officio guardians who 
were abolished by the Bill. The honour- 
able and gallant Member entered into an 
elaborate argument to show that in point 
of fact the classes to whom this Bill 
proposes to hand over the control of the 
county councils will be found unfit to do 
the business. Well, Sir, if the gentle- 
men to whom the honourable and gallant. 
Member isso anxious to again hand over 
the control of county affairs in Ireland 
are so fit for the business, why have we 
spent all this time in discussing the Bill? 
We have had these gentlemen before. 
We have had them in undisturbed pos- 
session of the management of county 


affairs for many years, and we 
are thoroughly sick of them. I 
object to this Amendment on two 
grounds. Looking at it from the 


point of view of honourable Members 
opposite, I do not think it will achieve 
their object at all. The contests will be 
fought on either political grounds or on 
non-political grounds. If they are fought 
on non-political grounds, then any candi- 
date who comes forward will have e& 
chance of being elected if he recommends 
himself strongly to the ratepayers, no 
matter what his politics are. But if the 
contests are fought on political grounds, 
then politicians who are voting as poli- 
ticians will insist on electing both of 
their men, and they will not, as some 
seem to think, paralyse their one vote 
given as politicians by giving their 
second vote for the man who holds 
exactly the opposite view. A more pre- 
posterous idea I have never heard. I 
object to the Amendment on the second 
ground that the increased membership 
increases unduly and unnecessarily the 
difficulty of getting suitable candidates. 
The gentlemen who have been bought 
over to support this Bill by a large slice 
of the grant imagine that by compelling 
the districts to elect two members in the 
poorer parts of the country there may 
be a difficulty in securing two suitable 
candidates, and they think the electorate, 
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will be compelled to fall back on ez- 
officio guardians and grand jurors. Well, 
Sir, I think they are building upon a 
false foundation in that respect, but I 
object to people being compelled to seek 
in the small, poor districts in certain 
parts of Ireland two candidates when 
one is quite sufficient to represent them. 
Honourable Members opposite have sold 
their power in Ireland for a good solid 
bribe, and yet they want to get it back 
again by this device. I object to our 
people being driven in any district to 
bear the totally unnecessary burden— 
and it may be a very unpleasant burden 
in some poor districts—of providing two 
representatives to do the work which 
could be amply done by one. Now, 
Sir, the honourable Member made onv 
extraordinary remark which I suppose 
he thought would stir up differences in 
the Nationalist ranks. Well, Sir, there 
have been certain differences amongst 
the Nationalists which are rapidly clear- 
ing, and which before long I expect will 
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clear altogether. But are the Irish 
Unionists so very united? When we 
‘find that the honourable Member for 


Belfast left this House a day or two ago 
for the purpose of attending a meeting, 
the first resolution to be submitted to 
which is a vote of thanks to the right 
honourable Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition for his defence of Protestant 
principles, and when the honourable 
Member for South Belfast, interviewed 
on the questicn, said that he would stand 
on the platform and support the resolu- 
tion with all his heart, I think we have 
conclusive evidence that even in the 
ranks of the Irish Unionists there is by 
no means unanimity. The desire is to 
treat Ireland in this matter, as in many 
other matters, as a country inhabited by 
fools who cannot conduct their business 
like the people of this country. Was it 
ever argued in favour of the English 
Local Government Bill that there should 
be two representatives for each consti- 
tuency, in order that a Tory and a 
Liberal might be elected? No, the argu- 
ment is preposterous on the face of it. 
If the Government, in the original draft 
of their Bill, had taken up the position 
that they preferred double-member con- 


stituencies, and had given solid 
grounds for that proposal, apart 
fvom tthe ridiculous arguments now 
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advanced in favour of it, we could 
have considered the matter on _ its 


merits, though I am convinced the weight 
of argument would be against two- 
member constituencies. But that is not 
the point. The Government have intro- 
duced their Bill, and defended their Bill, 
and the right honourable Gentleman in 
charge of it has said that he is 
strongly opposed to the introduction 
of two-member constituencies. There 
fore we have the declaration of the 
Government that in their deliberate 
opinion the original plan is the best, and 
we must assume it. That judgment has 
been formed on the basis of the advic2 
given by the responsible authorities. We 
have now a demand made on behalf of 
the er-officios and grand jurors—the 
men who have been deprived of the 
control of local government—that this 
Amendment, which has been condemned 
by the Government on its merits, and 
which is opposed by the vast majority of 
the Irish Members, shall be introduced 
into the Bill for the sole and solitary 
object of enabling Irish landlords to get 
back their control in the local govern- 
ment of Ireland. I desire to draw atten- 
tion to one other point. The Govern- 
ment have made special provision for the 
co-option of members, and there is a 
special provision to enable local bodies 
to co-opt their chairmen. It is, thera 
fore, quite possible that the chair- 
man may be an outsider, and not be 
elected at all. But in spite of the fact 
that the Irish Unionists have sold their 
birthright for a mess of pottage, they 
seek, instead of accepting the arrange- 
ment, to get back control of the local 
bodies. I do not think they will get 
back their control, but I say it would »e 
a monstrous thing to set aside the prin- 
ciple adopted and introduce a new ar- 
rangement in order that those gentle 
men, of whom we have'already had expe- 
rience, should have the control of local 
affairs. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Sir, I hope that the House will 
not allow this discussion to lapse into a 
duel between honourable Gentlemen 
representing Irish constituencies on +his 
side of the House and honourable Gentle- 
men representing Irish constituencies on 
that side, upon matters which, after 
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all, are not strictly germane to the dis- 
cussion. I believe there is an absolute 
agreement between the two sides in spite 
ot the speeches we have just heard as 
to the object which ought to be attained, 
and which ought to be aimed at in 
arranging the constituencies under the 
new system of local government. Those 
who have heard the speeches on this sub- 
ject might be led to suppose that the 
object of my right honourable Friend in 
proposing this Amendment was to cheat 
the new constituencies of their right to 
elect the persons of their choice, and 
might equally think that honourable 
Gentlemen opposite looked forward, as 
one of the most satisfactory results of the 
Measure, to excluding from all influence 
in the management of local affairs those 
who have hitherto, I think, with great 
ability and honesty done the grand 
jury business in Ireland. I believe that 
neither of these views is correct. The 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down, if my memory does not betray me, 
is one of those who expressed the most 
cordial desire that whatever changes 
there might be introduced in Ireland by 
this Bill, at all events fitting persons 
would not be excluded. from dealing with 
county affairs simply because they 
happened to differ in political opinions. 
This was the opinion freely expressed by 
honourable Members opposite during tue 
earlier stages of the Measure, and I am 
fully persuaded that they are still the 
sentiments which animate honourable 
Gentlemen. Well, Sir, in these cir- 
cumstances, if we are all agreed as to 
the end to be attained, why should any 
bitterness be introduced into the dis- 
cussion as to the machinery best fitted 
to accomplish that result? Sir, the 
honourable Member for East Mayo has 
spoken of er-officio guardians, whom, he 
said, I think, he abominated, or some 
very strong expression of that sort. 


Mr. DILLON: I have no recollection 
of using any such expression. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Well, there need be no dispute 
about it. If the honourable Member 
thinks I have misrepresented him I with- 
draw. At any rate, it was thought that 
er-officio members of boards of guardians 
were not, as a rule, habitual attendants 
at the meetings of the board, and did 
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not do the work for which they were 
appointed. 


Mr. DILLON: What I said was that 
we had experience of grand jurors and 
ex-officios for nearly a century, and we 
were sick of them. 


Tue FIRST LOKD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: That is a criticism which ought. 
not to be levelled against grand jurors as 
grand jurors, and though everybody in 
Ireland agrees that the existing system 
is one which cannot be maintained, I do 
not think it true to assert—and I think. 


honourable Gentlemen will not desire 
to assert it—that grand juries have: 
neglected their county business. That. 


being so, it is desirable, and indeed this 
view has been admitted, that at all 
events there shall be some element of 
the grand jury system upon the new 
elective bodies, and the only point upon 
which there is the slightest division is 
not as to the desirability of the ‘end 
which my honourable Friend has in view 
in bringing this Amendment forward, 
but as to whether the machinery which 
they have proposed is the machinery best. 
calculated to carry out those objects. 
Well, Sir, I frankly admit that I am 
extremely doubtful as to whether my 
honourable Friends are right. It is not a 
point upon which prophecy can be safely 
indulged in, or upon which a wise man 
would express an absolutely confident 
opinion; but I do feel that it is 
extremely doubtful whether the plan of 
having two members instead of one for 
each constituency will have the effect 
which my honourable Friends  antici- 
vate of giving the electorate a wider 
latitude of choice of which they will take 
advantage in the selection of persons 
alrerdy experienced in county business, 
It is perfectly true, as my honour- 
able Friend contends—and I think it is 
a strong point—that so far as the dis- 
trict councils are concerned the elec- 
toral positions are already occupied by 
the elected guardians, who have filled 
the place, and now fill the place practi- 
cally of district councillors, and of course 
such persons will not be, and in most 
cases, ought not to be, rejected by the 
new constituencies simply because this 
Bill has ‘been changed. So far as these 
districts are concerned, there will at 
first be very little room indeed for the 
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class who, no doubt, will be more than 
fully represented by the ev-officio ele- 
ment, and \.ho may desire to come for- 
ward as elected guardians. Sir, I think 
that argument has great force, but I 
would remind my honourable Friend that 
the arrangement is essentially tempo- 
rary in its character. It only lasts, and 
can only last, so long as the existing 
constituencies are filled by the existing 
members. As time progresses these mem- 
bers will drop out of the ranks, and it 
will then be open to the constituencies, 
without sacrificing those who have done 
their duty in the past, to elect such 
members as they think best qualified t> 
carry out the business of their respective 
districts. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: The first elections 
are the most important. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: My right honourable Frien4 


interrupts me by saying the first elec- 
tions are the most important. That 


may be true, tuough I do not think it is 
the whole truth. But I may remind my 
honourable Friend that any failure in 
the first elections is more or less provided 
for in the Bill by the obligatory election, 
both on the district and the county 
councils, of a certain number of gentle- 
men who have already had exper-ence of 
county affairs. My honourable Friend 
must therefore remember that this par- 
ticular object has already been partially 
met. Then, Sir, there is one other argu- 
ment which I will venture to lay before 
the House, which seems to me to carry 
weight. It is true that in double-mem.- 
ber constituencies you may begin to ge‘ 
more gentlemen who have already had 
large experience of county affairs; but 
do you anticipate that you will get a 
larger proportion of those gentlemen! 
Do you anticipate you will double, or 
as much as treble, the number of persons 
belonging to this grand jury class who 
‘will be elected upon the new bodies? I 
do not presume to sav that you will net. 
but I venture to say the result is, at all 
events, a doubtful one. When I have s» 
far surveyed the arguments I really think 
I have put before the House the chief 
considerations which apply to this di: 
cussion. The honourable Gentleman 
who has just sat down appeared to think 
there was an absurdity in having two- 
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member constituencies. I do not agree, 
but if it is true the alleged absurdity 
applies quite as much to England as it 
would apply to Ireland, for in the metro- 
polis, which has a larger population than 
all Ireland, and constituencies for local 
purposes are all double, the system 
does not produce the disastrous 
consequences which the honourable 
Gentleman appears to anticipate. But 
while I am inclined to think that 
the object which I believe both sides 
have in view—namely, that of giving a 
fair representation to every class in Ire 
land, and not least to the class which has 
hitherto had experience in county affairs ; 
while I say we are all agreed upon 
that, our view is that that object will 
be best fulfilled by the Bill as it stands. 
Nevertheless, I think that great and 
generous weight ought to be given to the 
opinion of those who naturally believe, 
and in many cases really believe, that this 
Bill is for them practically and substan- 
tially a Bill of disfranchisement. While, 
therefore, I deprecate any change in the 
Bill as it was put before us, I shall frankly 
say that, if it is shown that the great 
mass of those for whom my honcurable 
Friends have claimed to speak, really 
think that their claims to a share in the 
management of the local affairs of their 
country would be better met by double 
constituencies, then I certainly shall not 
resist the introduction of such an Amend- 
ment in another place. I still hope, ho-- 
ever, that the arguments which I have 
ventured to lay before the House will have 
weight with my honourable Friends, and 
those for whom they speak. Doubtful as 
the point is, I still think the balance does 
incline in the direction in which the Bill 
was originally framed. Nevertheless, if a 
very strong Parliamentary opinion is held 
by those who have a special title to be 
heard on the question, if those who are 
specially, I will not say injured, but whose 
present position is specially affected by 
this Bill, feel strongly upon it, then I do 
not think that a claim so put forward 
and so supported ought to be resisted 
either by the House or by the Govern- 
ment, 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: There are 
various objections to the Amendment of 
the right honourable Gentleman being 


carried. In the first place it will encum- 
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ber the district and county councils with 
such a number of representatives as would 
obstruct the proper course of business ; 
and, in the second place, it will be depart- 
ing from the precedent of the English 
Local Government Act. Has there been 
any reason given by the supporters of this 
change for introducing a departure from 
the English precedent! The only reason 
I can trace is the idea of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury and of the honourable and gal- 
lant Member for Armagh, that possibly by 
this means an occasional Tory may get 
into the county councils. How can that 
be brought about. Supposing there were 
only two candidates, and each elector has 
a vote for each candidate, if the prepon- 
derance of is Liberal or 
Nationalist—call them by what name you 
will—what reason is there to suppose that 
one vote will be given for the Tory and 
the other for the Home Rule candidate? 
The result will be precisely the same 
according to the political opinion of the 
majority of the constituency. But the 
whole trend of modern ideas of represen- 
tation is towards the abolition of double 
representation. If the Amendment is 
carried, it will only lead to great heart- 
burning end great additional expense in 
the elections. The change will be per- 
fectly useless and inconvenient, and it will 
increase unduly the number of county 
councillors. A council of 120 or 180 
members will be much more unworkable 
than a council of half that number. 
“What is everybody’s business is nobody’s 
business.” That applies to councils of this 
character. Why, then, should we alter 
the whole structure of this Bill? The 
House ought to support the Government 
Measure as it was originally introduced. 
We cannot control what may be done 
in the House of Lords, but I do not think 
that is an argument in favour of adopt- 
ing the Amendment. We should send 
forth the Bill in the shape we think most 
consistent with justice and reason, and 
the House of Lords may take upon them- 
selves the responsibility of making any 
change they wish to force upon the 
country. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): In consider- 
ing this Amendment we ought to have 


regard to what is most likely to improve 
the constitution of these elected bodies. 
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The honourable Member for Mayo is 
affected by a sense of clarm lest the: 
effect of this Amendment would be to 
introduce grand jurors to the county 
councils. I have never heard this Bill 
justified—the Government never justified 
it—on the ground that the grand jurors 
should be excluded from county govern- 
ment. The reason of this Bill is that 
there is in Ireland a demand that local 
government should be conducted by 
elected members. It is universally ad- 
mitted that the business of the grand 
jurors is well done 





Mr. DILLON: No, no! 


*Mr. BUTCHER: And the object of the 
Bil! is not to sweep them out of existence. 
Ia elections in Ireland politics enter 
more largely than at elections either in 
England or Scotland, and for that reason 
no method which can be devised will 
prevent the entrance into these bodies 
of political groups. What, however, we 
have to secure is the efficiency of the new 
local bodies which are to be created. If 
we are to have only one member for 
each electoral division of the county 
council, it is absolutely certain that, in 
most parts of the south-west and west 
of Ireland, a man will be elected for his 
politics, and not for his efficiency. 


Mr. DILLON: What about the north? 


*Mr. BUTCHER: If it 
north—as I daresay it 
equally deplore it. I am convinced that 
Members on this side, as much as 
Members on the opposite side, would 
deplore that a man in the north of 
Ireland, or a man in the south of Ire- 
land, should be elected for his politics 
rather than for his capacity to do local 
business. At the present moment we are 
enjoying a period of political repose in 
Ireland, and, if there are two members, 
there is some chance that if one candi- 
date is elected for his politics the second 
may be chosen for his efficiency. This 
will secure a good start for these new 
bodies. I do not think that a good 
start will be secured, or even assisted, 
by the provision in the Bill for 
co-opting members. Two objections 
have been put forward to the 
Amendment. One is that it would not 
get rid of the curse of politics in these 
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would be the case. Many who know 
Ireland best believe that the Amend- 
ment would have that effect, But, suppos- 
ing the worst results take place, we shall 
be in exactly the same position as at 
present—no better and no worse, and 
therefore it seems to me that that objec- 
tion has no weight. Another objection 
—which has been put forward, to a large 
extent, by the First Lord of the Treasury 
—was that even if the Amendment is 
successful in securing the return of good 
men, it will be successful only in a few 
instances. I do not disguise from my- 
self the fact that there is such a possi- 
bility, but the Amendment will be 
largely justified if it secures the return 
even of a few of the men who have 
devoted their time and attention to local 
affairs. In the hope that it will secure 
the election of men who sincerely desire 
to forward the interests of their coun- 
try as apart from the interests of a 
political faction, I strongly support the 
Amendment. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): It seems 
to me a rather foolish argument to say 
that, by putting up two people »: the 
same political complexion, you can alter 
the constitution of these bodies. Two 
blacks will not make one white, and two 
men of the orange colour in politics wiil 
not make one green. I do not agree 
with the statement that the grand jurors 
in Ireland have acted badly. Consider- 
ing the responsible powers they wield, | 
think they have acted very well indeed, 
and I am most anxious to see them have 
a fair representation. They may not 
know much about public busine.s, but f 
am more inclined to credit them with 
honesty than ability. The House will 
pardon me if I give an illustration. In 
county Antrim a local asylum is being 
constructed, and the grand jury have 
wasted £100,000 in building it in a 
locality where there is no water supply 
and in constructing rooms without doors. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not speaking to 
the Amendment. 


Mr. PINKERTON: I only wished to 
point out that, while I am in favour of 
grand jurors having a fair representa- 

Mr. Butcher. 


{COMMONS} 
local elections, but I do not admit that 








(Treland) Bill. 568 


tion upon the county councils, it is not 
because I think they are more intelligent 
than the poorest men in the country, but 
because I think that, on the whole, they 
are honest. As it stands at present the 
poor man will have to fight his way 
against it, and I am inclined to oppose 
the Amendment. 


*Srm J. COLOMB: Upon J this 
Amendment I cannot agree with the 
honourable and gallant Member for North 
Armagh. The object of bringing for- 
ward this Amendment is not really to 
improve the machinery of local govern- 
ment in Ireland but to provide vacancies 
to be filled by those who have hither» 
becn the chief members of boards of 


guardians and other bodies. I object 
to that, and I am _ sorry it has 
been proposed, because I think if 


this Bill is to be successful and 
be of real benefit to Ireland we should 
not give it a send-off with anything that 
looks like a sly attempt to insert into 
the system of popular government in 
Ireland something to secure the election 
of a particular class, who might not 
otherwise be elected. I believe myself 
in the common sense of the people of 
Ireland in this matter. I am perfectly 
satisfied that in a very short time they 
will find that electing people because 
they have certain views on Imperial 
politics is not the best way of doing 
their business. I fully expect that too 
much politics—what we may call national 
politics or Home Rule politics—may be 
represented there at first. I think it 
is perfectly natural to expect such a 
policy for a time, but I believe it will 
be only a temporary thing. It appears 
to me'that it would be unwise to pass 
this Amendment in favour of double- 
member constituencies. I find that the 
argument has been used that electors 
would net like to turn out the sitting 
members in order to put one of the grand 
jury class in, and therefore you should 
double the representation. But that 
does not apply to county councils at 
all. That is an argument that can only 
be used for district councils ; it is not an 
argument for county councils. Then 
upon what grounds are we advocating 
dual constituencies for the county 
councils? If my honourable and gal- 
lant Friend takes that view and agrees 
that it is not applicable to county 
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councils, I want to know what argument 
is applicable. Well, Sir, I believe myself 
that if this Bill so goes forth to the 
people of Ireland they will have all sorts 
of ways of obstructing, and it will have 
less chance of being successful. If you 
bring it forth with the obvious purpose 
of arranging for an artificial representa- 
tion, then I say that the Bill will not 
do the good you expect it todo. Take 
the case of district councils. It is argued 
that you are disfranchising half your 
present boards of guardians—the ex-officio 
members. I maintain that, although 
that may be true in theory, it is not true 
in actual fact, because, most unfor- 
tunately, the ex-officio members over the 
larger part of Ireland have not attended 
very regularly to the business of the 
guardians. A certain few have; I know 
there have been certain brilliant excep- 
tions. I am speaking of the south and 
west of Ireland only, and not of the 
east and north. But I say, Sir, that 
has been the fact in the western 
districts, where only a very few of the 
éx-officio guardians have attended to the 
business, and my own impression is that 
in those remote districts, where there are 
one or two members who have attended 
to the business regularly, they 
have a very good chance of being re 
turned later on, because they have proved 
their value; and I believe that the very 
essence of this whole Bill is not 
to deal with one class or another, 
but that the men who are on the spot 
and have shown themselves capable of 
doing the business, whether they are 
small or large ratepayers, or whether 
they are large or small landlords, 
are the men who by electors’ choice can 
come out at the top. Upon this occasion ! 
must dissociate myself from my honour- 
able and gallant Friend, for I think my- 
self that in many parts of the country 
the big ratepaying class will make their 
voices heard, and will be returned on the 
single-¢member constituencies. I must 
say that I attach a great deal of weight 
to the paucity of suitable condidates, 
because, knowing as I do the remote dis- 
tricts of Ireland extremely well, I am 
bound on this occasion to agree with 
the honourable Member for East 
Mayo. I say, Sir, that it would 
be a misfortune in those districts 
to double the number of members, 
because there would be a great difficuity 
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in getting a sufficient number of good 
candidates, which would be rendered 
necessary by the adoption of double- 
member constituencies. Therefore, on 
the whole, I prefer that this Bill should 
go forth as it is; and I do not share the 
alarm of some of my honourable Friends 
with regard to the future working of 
single-member constituencies. I have 
said this because I think myself there 
should be a fair field and no favour, and 
I am quite content to leave the future 
to be settled by self-interest, which has 
always been displayed in the character 
of the Irish electorate when their pockets 
are concerned; and, though at first 
theoretical politicians may secure a 
majority on account of party considera- 
tions, I think in the end electors will 
elect the best men to look after their 
money independently of politics. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
opinion and the desire of the First 
Lord of the Treasury, as he has 
stated, is that such a solution of this 
question might be arrived at as would 
not exclude any class from representa- 
tion on the county council. Now, I go 
a long way in the direction of wishin: 
to secure the end which the honourable 
Member for South Dublin has in view, 
not only for the sake of getting those 
on the county council who have been 
accustomed to local government work 
in Ireland, but also that the county 
council will be open to women, and the 
double-member constituencies might 
facilitate women becoming members. But, 
Mr. Speaker, this really does not sclve the 
question on which we are engaged. The 
question is whether the double-member 
or the single-member constituency will 
best secure the end which the right 
honourable Gentleman has in view. I 
think, in solving this question, that we 
have not paid attention enough to the 
great example we have got of this prin- 
ciple here in the great area of London. 
We have got in London the same districts 
divided for one purpose into single 
member constituencies, and for another 
purpose into double-member constituen- 
cies, and for another purpose the same 
area is divided into a sort of 11 different 
constituencies with the cumulative vote. 
If we look into these three systems, and 
bear in mind the elections that have 
recently taken place, we may gain much 
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information upon this subject. It may 
be said that the difference of opinion is 
not so great in London as in Ireland, 
but we might fairly call one side the 
grand jury class and, on the other hand, 
the democratic class, and look at these 
three elections for the sake of argument. 
Now, we have had four elections during 
the last nine years. We have had four 
county council elections, four school 
board elections, and two Parliamentary 
elections in London, and what I may call 
the grand jury class has always succeeded 
best in the elections which have taken 
place in single-member constituencies, 
The Progressives, who may roughly be 
said to be in line with the democratic 
candidates at the county council elec- 
tions, always succeed best in the elec- 
tions which take place where the con- 
stituencies are divided into double 
member constituencies, and certainly 
the minority has never had such success 
in the Parliamentary election, and we 
must not presume that you will do so 
by making double-member or any other 
constituencies. I think that any attempt 
to “fake” the constituency on one side 
or the other is bound to fail. I think 
the honourable Gentleman who has just 
sat down made a very sensible speech, 
and I join with him in saying that all 
classes who have rendered good service 
will not be excluded from still continuing 
to help in the government of their 
country. But they will not be assisted, 
I say emphatically, by any manipulation 
of this Measure in this House, and this 
particular class can only get on these 
councils by placing themselves before 
the people and amending their views in 
accordance with those of the bulk of 
the electors. They will have to trust to 
the electors; and, if they do, I think 
they will fare very well, because they 
have the advantage of experience and 
they will have to trust themselves to a 
free and open election. When matters are 
considered from every standpoint I think 
that the provision embodied in this Bill 
is just as safe. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I 
should support the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for South Dublin if 
I thought it would do anything to carry 
out the object which he has in view. 
I think it would be an advantage to the 
county council if some of these grand 
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jurors who have done the work well in 
the past could be returned, and very 
properly returned, on the county coun- 
cils of their various localities; but 
anything more fooli:h and idle than 
to imagine, after the experience we 
have had of double - member con- 
stituencies in the past, that such a thing 
would come to pass I cannot conceive. 
Just imagine such a constituency in the 
north of Ireland. Suppose that a county 
council—even in Belfast, say South Bei- 
fast, which would be a two-member con- 
stituency, and, of course, it would have 
to satisfy its political conscience in 
returning, say, the honourable Member 
for South Belfast, who sits in this House, 
and suppose as the other member we 
put forward the honourable Member for 
East Mayo—now, if the honourable 
Member for East Mayo’s candidature were 
advocated only by members of his own 
party, he would get hardly any follow- 
ing at all, and if he had any chance 
of being returned at all he would have 
to have his candidature advocated, say. 
by myself. I can imagine myself saying, 
“Satisfy your political conscience, and 
vote for Johnston, and, having done that, 
give your other vote for Dillon”. 

AN HONOURABLE Memper: And common 
sense. 

Mr. RENTOUL: Yes, and common 
sense, to reverse the argument. I can 
imagine that it would hardly be safe, 
unless there is a higher moral tone ix 
the south of Ireland than exists in the 
north of Ireland, to say that things 
would work amicably and well with two 
members of opposite colour sitting for 
the same constituency. I think there 
would be very little chance of any such 





thing coming to pass. In my own 
experience of this matter I advocated 
this in my own constituency in the 


county of Down to the effect that they 
should make a point of returning to 
the county council a fair proportion of 
Roman Catholic Nationalists in propor- 
tion to the inhabitants, and I was 
denounced in many newspapers, and my 
suggestion did not receive many words 
of approval. I cannot imagine and 
conceive anything more foolish than the 
suggestion of the honourable Member 
for York that this state of things would 
come to pass; there would be two mem- 
bers sitting for the same constituency 
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of opposite colour and politics. For 
example, there was a case, not long ago, 
in the city of York, and I recollect that 
a strong appeal was made there, asking, 
“ Are you going to return a Radical, and 
so practically disfranchise this city sf 


Local Government 


York?” That appeal was made so 
effectively, especially by my _ honour- 
able and learned’ Friend, _ that, 


in point of fact, the city of York arose 
out of the disgraceful position in which 
it then stood, and it now stands in a 
respectable position. That I could just 
imagine would be what would take place 
in regard to the county councils in Ire- 
land. If by accident two members of 
opposite colour got in, the very next 
election the strongest possible effort 
would be made by both sides in order 
that each side should win and make the 
constituency thoroughly represented by 
one particular party. There is only 
one single double constituency in the 
whole of Ireland. I imagine two mem- 
bers of that constituency challenging each 
other to contest to see which member 
really represented that constituency. 
That what happened in the only 
double constituency in Ireland, and that 
will happen extremely often in the county 
council elections in Ireland, and instead 
of the county council working amicably 
and well this double-member system 
will throw in a bone of contention, and 
will make a difficulty, which, I think, 
should not exist. As the honourable 
and learned Member said a week ago, 
that the county council will discuss poli- 
tics is only to be expected, and it is 
very probable that that will happen. 
That is exactly what happened in the 
of the London County Council, 
although they had this splendid method 
of double-member constituencies and 
everything was advocated by honourable 
Members from this side to make it work 
well, and yet the London County Council 
discussed for a whole day whether they 
should hold public meetings or not in 
Trafalgar Square. If the London County 
Council discussed things outside their 
power and sphere we may imagine that 
the same thing will happen to the new 
bodies in Ireland. But that should not 
discourage anyone, because after a little 
while they will come right in Ireland as 
they have come right in the London 
County Council. The honourable Mem- 
ber for York said that if two-member 
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constituencies did no good they would 
do no harm, but I think that they will 
do a great deal of harm. I have no 
hesitation about it at all, and I say that 
I cannot conceive anywhere in Ireland 
where the electors would wish to set 
themselves deliberately to return two 
members to neutralise each other. The 
honourable and learned Member says, 
“Why neutralise each other?” If they 
do not neutralise each other, what is 
the good! If the honourable and gal- 
lant Member for North Armagh is re- 
turned along with the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, and if the honour- 
able and gallant Member for North 
Armagh follows the honourable Member 
for East Mayo, then what good will be 
done? You will say we get in a man 
our own particular colour, but he is voting 
exactly as a Nationalist. If the two 
members vote opposite and neutralise 
each other, then that simply means that 
the constituency for which the two mem- 
bers are returned is practically disfran- 
chised. The point raised by the honour- 
able and learned Member for York is 
that by doubling the entire membership 
of the county council you do so on the 
supposition that a large number of 
members will not attend, and that a 
very large number will stay at home. 
Well, that is a very bad assumption to 
start with. I think some measures 
should be taken to see that they do 
attend with a tolerable amount of 
regularity, or retire from the council. 
To say that there should be 60 members 
where 30 would be amply sufficient, in 
order that there may be 20 in atten- 
dance, and that the others are to be 
whipped up only to carry some particu- 
lar question, that is the worst state of 
things that could possibly be. If the 
argument is, as the honourable and 
gallant Member for North Armagh has 
said, “Let us have a large number cf 
members, on the ground that only a 
few of them will attend,” I think that 
is the worst argument that can possibly 
be found; and, therefore, I think it 
would be a great danger to the council 
to have a large membership and a con- 
siderable portion of them not attending. 
Then there is the other case, in reply 
to the argument of the honourable and 
learned Member for York, in regard to 
the elections themselves. | Anyone who 
has gone through an election as a 
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colleague of anyone knows how many 
hardships occur. There is a distrust very 
often of each other. One member may 
think that his colleague is not treating 
him quite fairly regarding plumpers 
and voters, and, again, each member is 
made responsible for any slip that is 
made by his colleague. If his colleague 
commits a corrupt practice by careless- 
ness or through his agent the other 
member is responsible also, no matter 
how he may have safeguarded himself. 
Therefore every man who stands in a 
doublemember constituency must stand 
by the colleague that any constituency 
may choose for him. My constituency 
could select any man they liked for my 
colleague, and compel me to run as the 
colleague of that particular man. I know 
that has been a grievance with dozens 
of members of the London County 
Council, who have declared that they 
have been put in the most painful posi- 
tions by being run with persons whom 
they did not care to run with.  There- 
fore this proposition is simply increasing 
and intensifying the difficulty of anyone 
who becomes a candidate to have this 
double system, which does no good of 
any sort or kind. But there is some- 
thing which lies deeper and is more 
dangerous. I particularly want this 
Bill to go to Ireland with the name of 
not being a jerrymandering Bill. If this 
Bill goes forth as an honest and fair 
Bill without any attempt to so fix it that 
certain persons will be thrust in here and 
there whether the electors want those 
persons or not; if this Bill goes forth 
honestly and fails, it will be a splendid 
argument for us against Home Rule, for 
we should be able to say, “You have 
had a chance of showing whether you 
have any administrative ability, and you 
have proved that you have not.” On 
the other hand, if the county councils 
work exceedingly well and beneficially, 1 
admit that it would be a good argument 
in favour of Home Rule, and, if that 
were so, Home Rule would not be so 
dangerous if the men on the council had 
proved their fitness. So that, under 
these circumstances, we want this Bill 
to go forth to Ireland, giving to the 
country individual liberties, as far as 
possible, like the English Bill. Now, 
the English Bill has not a single double- 
member constituency in it with the ex- 
ception of London. If the double 
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member constituency should be put in, 
either in the House of Lords or here, 
such a thing can only be done to meet 
what has been done in London, which 
is much more populous than Ireland. At 
the same time there are many other 
reasons, which I shall not enter into 
now, put forward why this double- 
member constituency was given to Lon- 
don at the time the Local Government 
Bill of England was passed. I think, 
if the opinion of London could be taken 
at this present moment, it would vote 
10 to 1 against double-member  con- 
stituencies. They have been tried in 
London and nobody likes them, and you 
have only to turn up the record of the 
last county council election to see where 
you have got candidates of  dif- 
ferent colours for different  con- 
stituencies. Almost throughout London 
the candidates are almost always 
two Moderates or two _ Progres- 
sives. Therefore the great reason why 
I hope that the Government will keep 
the Bill as it stands as single-member 
constituencies is that it will undoubtedly 
strengthen the Bill when it goes to 
Ireland. This line has been taken up 
by the honourable and learned Member 
who spoke before me, who, though an 
Irishman, represents «an English con- 
stituency ; but I represent an Irish con- 
stituency, and I have said practically 
what I have stated here to-night in my 
own constituency, and I do not find many 
of my own electors against single- 
member constituencies. The honour- 
able and gallant Member for North 
Armagh said that there was a strong 
demand in Ireland amongst the Unionist 
Party for double-member constituencies. 
Well, I have only to say that I know 
nothing of such demand, and I have not 
heard of it before. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I should just like 
to be allowed to say that as the First 
Lord of the Treasury has met us most 
fairly in this matter, and told us that 
if there was a very strong feeling in 
favour of the clause the Government 
would accept it; and, as there does not 
appear to be such a unanimous feeling 
in favour of it on this side of the House 
I do not wish to press my Amend- 
ment, and I beg leave to withdraw it. 
We had a very prolonged Debate upon 
this very point in Committee, and those 
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in favour of it were afraid to’ go to a 
Division. Surely it is at least highly 
irregular that we should have a second 
Debate on the Report stage on a matter 
that was distinctly decided at the Com- 
mittee stage; and what makes it more 
complicated is that the First Lord of the 
Treasury made a statement that there 
was a strong probability that his pro- 
posal would be revived in another place. 
I do not think it ought to be revived 
without a Vote in this House being taken 
upon it, and under these circumstances I 
think some definite course should be 
taken by the Government. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Perhaps 1 
may be permitted to say that I under- 
stood the right honourable Member to 
say that if this proposition were not 
accepted here it would not be pressed. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): Allow me to say that I understood 
my right honourable Friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury to say that if there 
was a strong expression of opinion from 
Ireland in favour of this proposal it 
would be considered in another place. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE (Wilts, Crick- 
lade): Perhaps, after what has fallen 
from the honourable and gallant Member 
for Armagh, the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury may be able to state a little more 
clearly what the understanding should 
be. I understood him to say that if this 
proposal went to another place with the 
support of what is called the Unionist 
Party, although he might regret it, he 
would feel it his duty to give way to 
their wishes. It is hard to imagine that 
those who sit in another place will not 
be influenced by what happens in this 
House, I will now put it to the honour- 
able and gallant Member for Armagh 
whether, after this discussion, it can pos- 
sibly be said that there is any approach 
to unanimity of opinion amongst his own 
political friends in favour of this Amend- 
ment. It has received very scanty sup- 
port, and several of his most influential 
political allies and supporters have 
spoken strongly against the Amendment. 
And therefore I earnestly hope that, to 
say the least, we shall have an assurance 
from the First Lord of the Treasury that, 
so far as this House is concerned, as the 
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great majority of opinion of the House, 
and of the Irish Members generally, is 
against this Amendment, it will be under- 
stood that this Amendment leaves this 
House without any recommendation. 


Question— 


“That the words ‘ one councillor’ stand part 
of the Bill.’” 


Put, and agreed to, 


Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 2, line 7, leave out ‘provided also 
that the division,’ and insert ‘the county elec- 
toral divisions.’ ” 

“ Page 2, line 14, after ‘give’ insert ‘in a 
county electoral division,’ ” 

“ Page 2, line 31, at end, insert ‘the county 
council may choose from persons qualified to 
be councillors one or two persons who shall 
be additional councillors during the term of 
office of the council by whom the choice is 
made.’ ” 


“ Page 2, line 33, leave out from ‘ council- 
lors’ to ‘and’ in line 35.” 


“ Page 3, line 7, leave out ‘of assize.’” 


“ Page 3, line 10, after ‘by’ insert ‘or in 
pursuance of.’” 


“Page 3, line 15, leave out ‘a criminal 
character of.’” 

“ Page 3, line 15, after ‘law’ insert ‘relat- 
ing to crime.’” 

“ Page 3, line 16, leave out ‘of the grand 
jury.’ ” 

“ Page 3, line 26, leave out from ‘council’ 
to end of sub-section (2).” 

“Page 3, line 29, after the second ‘the’ 
leave out ‘to the injury’ in line 30, and insert 
‘council for the county and the council for 
the district in or within one mile from the 
boundary of which county or district.’” 

“Page 3, line 36, leave out from ‘and 
also’ to ‘may’ in line 38, and insert ‘ where 
the area off which the compensation awarded 
is to be levied is less than the whole county, 
the council for any county district comprising 
all or any part of that area.’” 

“ Page 4, line 4, before ‘compensation’ in- 
sert ‘the.’” 

“ Page 4, line 11, leave out ‘a proceeding’ 
and insert ‘any proceedings.’” 

“ Page 4, line 13, leave out from ‘regulate’ 
to ‘the’ in line 15.” 

“Page 4, line 15, after ‘section,’ insert 
‘including costs and the service of all pre- 
liminary notices and the time within which 
any proceedings are to be had or taken.’” 

“Page 4, line 18, after ‘but’ insert ‘the 
time may be extended and.’” 

“ Page 4, leave out from beginning of line 
22 to end of clause, and insert— 

“ (8) Save so far as fees are taken by an 
existing clerk of the peace for his own use, 
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court fees shall not be payable in any proceed- 
ings in the county court under this section.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Local Government 


The Amendments were agre2d to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 4, line 25, aft end add— 


“(9) The enactments mentioned in Part I. 
of the first schedule to this Act, and this sec- 
tion, shall extend to the whole of Ireland so 
far as they do not already so extend.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
think this is a new way of dealing with 
the people of Belfast. An Amendment was 
made at the Committee stage expressly 
on behalf of the people of Beliast, and I 
venture to think that there should be a 
slight verbal change in this Amendment, 
or otherwise the people of Belfast may 
be injured in the streets without being 
able to get compensation. Therc is every 
reason why tucy should get cunpensa- 
tion, as in any similar case that arises 
in the rest of Ireland. I cannot think 
that the Government wish that people 
injured in the streets of Belfast should 
be unable to get the same compensation 
that they would get if injured in Dublin, 
and I venture to think, therefore, that it 
is necessary to make a slight amendment 
in this Amendment, and I would propose, 
after the word “shall,” in the second 
line of the Amendment, that there 
should be inserted the words “as from 
the 31st of March, 1898.” That, I think, 
will meet the case of the city of 
Belfast, and place it practically on the 
same footing the rest of Ireland. 
I only want to provide that where there 
has been a riot in the city of Belfast 
during the progress of this Bill through 
the House, we should make the law retro- 
spective to some extent, and that the 
men should get compensation. The 
Chief Secretary, I am sure, has no wish 
that policemen should be injured with 
impunity in the streets of Belfast, or the 
men who were injured should be without 
compensation. I put the matter on the 
broad ground that a policeman or any 
other person who gets an injury in the 
streets of Befast ought to have rights 
just as if he was injured in any other 
town in the United Kingdom. The 
Government has assented to that, so far 
as the future is concerned, and I think 
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they might assent to that so far as the 
immediate past is concerned. I beg to 
move that the Amendment be amended 
by inserting after the word “shall,” in 
the second line, “as from 31st March.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“ After the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words 


‘as from the 31st day of March, 1898.’”— 
(Mr. Knox.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There are 
very strong objections to retrospective 
legislation, unless a very powerful reason 
is suggested. On that ground I hope 
the honourable Gentleman will not press 
his Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON: I only wish the right 
honourable Gentleman had shown on all 
occasions the same scrupulous objection 
to retrospective legislation as he shows 
now. I recollect two or three Coercion 
Acts, in which we spent hours making 
the action of the Bull retrospective and 
creating offences before the Bill was 
passed, and the Government of that day 
saw no difficulty whatever in making a 
law affecting a number of subjects retro- 
spective. But this is simply a law to 
obtain compensation for officers injured 
in the discharge of their duty. 


Question— 
“ That those words be inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


Put and negatived. 


Words inserted in the Bill— 


Amendments proposed— 


x 


Cuavse 8. 


“ Pave 5, lines 9 and 10, leave out ‘ enlarge- 
ment or improvement.’ ” 

“ Page 5, line 28, after the first ‘ declara- 
tion,’ insert ‘whether a general declaration or 
a declaration respecting a new road.’” 

“ Page 5, 35, ‘ adopt,’ 
‘the.’ ” 

“ Page 5, line 36, at end, insert ‘the decla- 
ration, unless suspended as hereinafter men- 
tioned, shall come into operation at the date 
of its final adoption, or any later date specified 
in the declaration.’ ” 

“ Page 6, line 10, leave out sub-section (8), 
and insert it after sub-section (9), at page 6, 
line 15.” 

“ Page 6, line 10, leave out ‘mail’ and in- 
sert ‘main.’ ” 


line after insert 
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“ Page 6, line 12, leave out ‘suspended 
declaration’ and insert ‘declaration suspended 
while an appeal is pending.’” 

“ Page 6, line 16, after ‘ prevent’ insert ‘ the 
whole or.’” 

“ Page 6, line 17, leave out from ‘ one-half 
of the’ to end of clause and insert ‘ expenses 
of the maintenance of any road heretofore levi- 
able wholly off the county at large, or of the 
expenses of the maintenance or construction of 
any bridge from being levied off the county at 
large.’ ” 


Local Government 


Ciavuse 9. 
“Page 7, line 30, after ‘may’ insert 
“except where the majority of the county 
councils represented on such joint committee so 


fail or refuse.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 7, line 36, at end, add, ‘the powers 
conferred by this section on the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, or any of them, may be transferred to 
the Local Government Board at any time by 
order of the Lord Lieutenant in Council.’ ”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I 
first portion of this Amendment. I 
desire to say at this stage of the 
Bill that some remarks of mine 
seem to have given offence to some 
gentlemen connected with the lunaiic 
service in Ireland, whom I had no desire 
to reflect upon. I was reported to have 
said that a certain gentleman appointed 
had never been in a lunatic asylum—had 
never had any experience in a lunatic 
in 


move the 


asylum his life before he was 
appointed. Sir, no doubt the gentleman 
had not been an official in a lunatic 


asylum; but I understand he was a 
gentleman who had some considerable 
qualifications in other directions, and 
had some occasion to visit these estab- 
lishments. And I am further informed 
that responsibility and the blame for the 
state of thines in the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum, which created so much pain and 
sorrow and humiliation to us in Dublin, 
was not his. He was not responsible for 
the state of things, and I think it only 
fair to mention the matter. I do not 
desire to make any reflection upon him, 
and I regret that any remarks that I 
made appeared to reflect upon him. 
Now, Sir, with regard to the Amendment 
I have now drafted, it seems to me not 
unreasonable that the Government should 
accept it. While I retain the feelings I 
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had in Committee with regard to leaving 
these affairs in the hands of the Lord 
Lieutenant, I think that it would be only 
fair that the Government should have 
some power to apply the clause of the 
Bill. My clause only authorises the Lord 
Lieutenant, if he thinks fit, to transfer 
these powers to the Local Government 
Board. Unless we do that the result 
would be that you would want an Act of 
Parliament every time the Lord Lieu- 
tenant desires to make any transference. 
As it is probable that another seventy 
years will elapse before there is an 
Amendment to this Bin, I think it is 
desirable to make some provision with a 
view of transferring these powers to the 
Local Government Board. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR explained 
that there were objections to the trans- 
ference of powers by the Lord Lieutenant 
in the manner proposed, and expressed 
the hope that under the circumstances 
the Amendment would not be pressed. 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 7, line 36, at end, add— 

* (9) Where dangerous lunatics are com- 
mitted to an asylum in a district to which, in 
the opinion of the committee, they are not 
properly chargeable, the committee may apply 
to the Local Government Board in the pre- 
scribed manner for power to transfer them 
to some other asylum, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board, after due inquiry, may make or 
refuse a transfer order accordingly, which order 
shall be binding on all bodies and persons 
therein named. Rules shall be made by the 
Local Government Board to give effect to 
this section, and to regulate the mode and 
allocate the expense of any transfer, and to 
provide for repayments by one asylum com- 
mittee to another.”"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is a matter 
on which I think we are entitled to some 
consideration. The Government seem to 
have an open mind on the subject. The 
right honourable Gentleman stated that 
he really did not know what exact words 
to take, and he said he would rather 
leave it to the Irish Members to lay some 
further pressure upon him. The law as 
it stands acts very injuriously indeed to 
the City of Dublin Corporation. The 
Dublin Corporation got an opinion from 
the ex-Lord Chancellor Walker as to what 
their powers were, and he advised that 
there was no power to make a transfer 
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of this nature. I think it very hard that 
where you have a metropolis like Dublin 
to which a number of people gravitate, 
and in which some of them become in- 
sane, the citizens of that metropolis 
should have to board and lodge all the 
insane people who happen to wander to 
the city and go mad there. It seems to 
me there should be some power of trans- 
ferring them to their own localities, so 
that the city of Dublin might not have 
to bear the cost of the lunacy of any 
people who happen to wander to the 
city. There is another argument. Some- 
times soldiers go mad. Sometimes even 
policemen go mad; I think that is not 
unknown. When these men go up to the 
metropolis of Dublin, the result is that 
they are all sent to the Dublin District 
Lunatic Asylum, and the city of Dublin 
is thereby compelled to put up, and lodge 
and entertain a number of unhappy 
people who should fairly become a charge 
upon their own localities. The same in 
a lesser degree is true of the city of 
Cork, the city of Waterford, the city of 
Limerick, and a number of other centres 
of large population. I think the Govern- 
ment ought fairly to allocate and redis- 
tribute these charges. This addition to the 
clause does not do anything oppressive 
It simply provides that these pauper 
lunatics who happen to be in the metro- 
polis for the time being may be removed 
to their own localities ; and I would like 
to press this on the House from the point 
of view of humanity as well as the point 
of view of expense. Sir, an unhappy 
man or an unhappy woman becomes in- 
sane in a city, one hundred or two 
hundred miles distant from friends or 
relatives. Nothing is more calculated 
to assuage the position of the unhappy 
insane than a visit from his or her 
friends. Those friends now are put to 
the trouble and expense of coming io 
these centres of population in order to 
visit the unhappy people in these 
asylums. There is no power to deport 
them to their own localities, and thus 
they are a charge upon the metropslis and 
also a charge on the hapless people of 
the west or south of Ireland who have 
friends who become insane in the capital. 
It does appear to me, both on the grounds 
of humanity and fair treatment, that 
these poor people should have the oppor- 
tunity they so desire to be removed to 
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their own districts. At the present time, 
as I understand the law, if you get a 
committal order against a lunatic and he 
is put in charge of one of the large 
centres, there are no means whatever to 
remove him, and he remains there untii 
he dies or until he gets well. The per- 
centage of cures in these Irish lunatic 
asylums is extremely small—although I 
was not correctly reported in the news- 
papers in saying that there were no 
cures, a remark which also appears to 
have given great offence. What I said 
was that the percentage of cures was 
small, and it is small. I do think on both 
of the grounds I have stated that the 
Government might give the permissible 
powers I have suggested. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I think the honour- 
able and learned Member will see that 
the result of this Amendment will be to 
alter the law of settlement in regard to 
lunatics in Ireland. If you are to depart 
from the existing simple principle, which, 
no doubt, may occasionally work hardly, 
but in the main works well, where are 
you going to start? If the lunatic is not 
to be sent to the asylum of the area 
within which the committal order is made, 
what asylum is he to go to? Is it to be 
at the whim of the Local Government 
Board to say whether they shall com- 
mit him to the place where he resided 
immediately before he became a lunatic, 
or where he was born, or where he re 
sided for six months before he left to 
go to the place in which he was in imme- 
diately before he became a lunatic? It 
is impossible to pass an Amendment of 
this kind without some guiding principle. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): Really, 
I do not think it would pass the right 
honourable Gentleman’s ingenuity to 
devise an Amendment which should be 
satisfactory. Is there any sense in the 
right honourable Gentleman’s attitude of 
non possumus, on the ground that the 
Amendment of my honourable and 
learned Friend has not met every 
possible case that might arise? The 
right honourable Gentleman observes 
that the Amendment does not say to 
what lunatic asylum the person should 
be sent? What does the right honourable 
Gentleman think could be done? Is 
his mind a complete blank on the sub- 
ject? Does he not know very well that 
if he gives power to the Local Govern- 
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ment Board to make rules upon the sub- 
ject, they will soon remove these lunatics 
to their proper places? or, if he has 
an objection to leave such wide powers 
to the Local Government Board, why 
could he not say that the asylum should 
be that of the area within which the 
patient had resided for a certain time! 
I really think the criticism which the 
right honourable Gentleman has made is 
a very weak one, because the Amend- 
ment, as proposed, attempts to remove 
a very great grievance. I have _ been 
looking over the accounts of the Dublin 
grand juries, and I have been amazed to 
find the amount of money spent on 
lunatic asylums in the county of Dublin ; 
and I have come to the conclusion that 
it cannot possibly be the state of lunacy 
in the county and city of Dublin that 
accounts for this. It must be that the 
country round—from north, south, east, 
and west—supplies the explanation. 
That is really too bad. Let this Amend- 
ment be carried. Let the right honour- 
able Gentleman put into it any Amen‘- 
ment he likes, giving power to the Local 
Government Board to make rules on the 
subject ; prescribe, if he likes, a period of 
residence in another part of the country 
as a condition to send a lunatic to an 
asylum in that district. I ask him to 
do something in this way to prevent a 
very heavy injustice on the ratepayers of 
the city and county of Dublin. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): We 
have occupied some little time lately in 
trying to reform the Scotch law of 
settlement in relation to sending Irish 
paupers, who have spent the best of their 
days in Scotland making the merchants 
there wealthy, back to Ireland. Here 
we have Irishmen adopting a very simi- 
lar principle, on a much smaller scale, 
in relation to Dublin. Generally, people 
have made some money down in the 
country, and have come up to these 
aristocratic suburbs and paid large rents 
and enriched the city, and, having spent 
their money, they become a little in- 
sane. Then send them home to their 
place, as the Scotch people send paupers 
home from Scotland to Ireland. What 
is sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gander, and I say that Dublin ought to 
be provided for in the same way. 


Sir J. HASLETT (Belfast, N.): I take 


& very opposite view to that of the 
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Let me give one 
or two instances. A case occurred 
within the last fortnight. A woman 
came to my town on Monday night 
apparently sufficiently well to be 
liberated, and on Tuesday morning she 
was found to be insane again; she was 
admitted to the asylum, and became 
chargeable to the parish. I have no 
hesitation in saying that that was an 
injustice to the parish, and, whether 
rightly or wrongly, in filling up the 
paper I iocated her at the district she 
came from. I give you another illustra- 
tion. A woman was sent to Belfast 
from White Abbey, one of the districts 
immediately outside the city. She was 
only a week in the asylum, became com- 
paratively well, and, apparently, was all 
right. She had no relations _ living, 
except an aunt. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): May I 
ask whether she was at Belfast during 
the week of the riots? 


Sir J. HASLETT: No, Sir; we 
generally consider that a safety-valve for 
lunacy. She apparently had recovered 
within a week. She was taken to an 
aunt in Belfast to lodge for a night, and 
next morning was again insane. I give 
these two illustrations. I agree as to 
the difficulty of drawing a line; but, 
unquestionably, large centres that attract 
large populations from the rural and 
outlying districts do suffer severely and, 
I believe, unjustly, in this respect ; and 
if the Attorney General could by any 
means see a line that might be taken 
to give relief on the lines of the Amend- 
ment proposed I think it would be a 
very desirable thing for us to have in 
connection with Ireland. 


Mr. PINKERTON: I could under- 
stand any respectable woman, if she 
happened to be in Belfast lately, being 
considerably exercised in her mind as 
to what was right or what was wrong ; 
and, although in the country she re- 
covered the proper use of her senses, 
becoming strange in her manner again 
when she got out into the streets ot 
Belfast. I counsel all friends of mine 


(Treland) Bill. 


honourable Member. 


to avoid Belfast, especially during the 
time which my honourable Friend the 
Member for Northampton has called the 
“rutting season.” 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg leave, Sir, 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed 





“ At the end of the clause, to add— 

“That a contract for the supply of goods to, 
or doing any work for, a lunatic asylum, shall 
not be, or be deemed to have been, a contract 
for the public service."—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Before we leave 
the clause I was going to call attention 
to the fact that under this clause many 
members of these lunatic asylums boards 
contract 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman will not be in 
order unless he has given notice of an 
Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I have, Sir, handed 
in an Amendment at the Table, but I 
did not expect this part of the Bill to 
be reached so soon. I was going to 
suggest to the Government that if they 
cannot accept an Amendment, nor deal 
with the question of contracts, they 
should make it impossible for any 
governor of an asylum to contract for 
supplies to the lunatics. I handed in 
an Amendment in that sense at the 
Table, but if it cannot be incorporated 
now, perhaps the Government will see 
fit to do something in the matter in the 
House of Lords. The Government have 
decided, I  understand—the Lords 
Justices have decided—that a contract 
for a lunatic asylum is a contract for 
the public service. That appears to me 
to be an _ extraordinary proceeding, 
because the lunatic asylums are provided 
out of the rates, but since 1874, since Sir 
Stafford Northcote’s Budget, we get, I 
think it is, 4s. per lunatic as a contribu- 
tion from the Treasury, and upon that 
contribution of 4s. it has been decided 
that a contract with these lunatic asylum 
boards is a contract for the public service, 
making it impossible for any man in 
the locality who happens to be a Member 
of Parliament to contract with these 
bodies, except under a penalty of £500 
a day; so that you could not supp'y 
a ton of coal to a lunatic asylum if you 
happened to be a coal merchant, or a 
load of hay if a hay dealer, to these 
boards if you happen to be a Member of 
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Parliament. If the law has come to this 
conclusion, I think it is a very remark- 
able conclusion to have been reached— 
namely, that a Member of Parliament is 
disqualified from a seat in this House, 
and liable to a £500 penalty each day, if 
he sends in a load of hay to a lunatic 
asylums board, although it is a board 
provided for out of the rates, because of the 
4s. grant from the Treasury. At the 
end of the words of this clause I propose 
to add these words— 
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“That a contract for the supply of goods io, 
or doing any work for, a lunatic asylum, shall 
not be, or be deemed to have been, a contract 
for the public service.” 


I hope the Government may see their 
way, if not now to accept these words, 
at any rate between now and the subse- 
quent stages in the House of Lords, to 
accept some proposal of the kind. I 
admit the words should have been in the 
Paper, but I did not think the matter 
would have been reached so soon. 1 
shall be quite content if the Government 
will say they will consider the matter 
between now and the later stage. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I entirely sympa- 
thise with the honourable and learned 
Member. I think the position at present 
is not desirable. I very much doubt 
whether any court would hereafter decide 
that these lunatic asylums were under 
the control of the Crown, or that a 2on- 
tract made with them was a contract to 
supply for the public service. I will 
consider the matter carefully, and if we 
think it necessary to introduce any words 
in order to enable a Member of Parlia- 
ment to contract without the penalty 
which the honourable Gentleman has 
stated it shall be done. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: For the purpose 
of getting on with the Bill I will allow 
the Amendment to be nevatived, thank- 
ing the right honourable Gentleman. 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 8, line 2, at end, insert ‘and in 
particular with the modification .that the 
advertisements mentioned in sub-section 2 of 
the said section may be published in any 
month, and that the notice mentioned in the 
said sub-section shall be served in the next 
succeeding month.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 8, line 10, at end, add— 


“(3) Where a county council desire for the 
purpose of the work of widening an old road, 
or making a new road, to acquire otherwise 
than by agreement any land other than 
demesne land or pleasure ground or than land 
situate in a borough or town, they may, it 
they think fit, notwithstanding anything in 
the foregoing provisions of this section, pro- 
ceed as follows, namely—(a) Publish such 
advertisement and serve such notice on the 
owner or reputed owner, lessee or reputed 
lessee, and occupier of the land as may be 
prescribed by the Local Government Board, 
and within the prescribed time petition the 
judge of assize for an order authorising the 
council to put into force with reference to such 
land the powers of the Land Clauses Acts 
with respect to the purchase and taking of 
land otherwise than by agreement; (b) the 
judge of assize, on due proof of the prescribed 
advertisements having been published and 
prescribed notices served, shall, unless there 
is an application as hereinafter mentioned, 
make an order in accordance with the prayer 
of the petition; (c) any person interested in 
the said land on whom the said notice is 
required as aforesaid to be served and who 
objects to the land being acquired by the 
county council, and any owner or reputed 
owner, lessee or reputed lessee, or occupier of 
any land who alleges that such land will be 
injuriously affected by the said work, and 
also any ratepayer in the county, may, within 
such time after the publication of the said 
notices as is fixed by rules of court, apply to 
the judge of assize to refuse the order upon 
the said petition, and the judge shali hear such 
application, and determine all questions of 
law and fact arising thereon, and in particular 
the question whether the said work is of public 
utility and of such importance to the public 
as to justify the compulsory acquisition of the 
land; (d) any decision by the judge upon the 
hearing of such application, whether making 
or refusing the order, shall be subject to appeal 
by any party to the proceedings before the 
judge of assize to the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council within the time fixed by rules of 
court, and the appeal shall be heard by a com- 
mittee of the Privy Council consisting of such 
members thereof as are or have been judges 
of the Supreme Court, who shall advise the 
Lord Lieutenant thereon; provided that, with 
the consent of the parties, the judge of assize 
may state a case for the opinion of the Court 
of Appeal on any question of law, and in such 
case no appeal shall lie to the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council; (e) the judge of assize and Lord 
Lieutenant in Council and the Court of Appeal 
may respectively award such costs to be paid 
by or to parties to any proceedings under this 
Section as appear just; (f) rules of court 
regulating the practice and procedure and 
costs respecting the petitions to and proceed- 
ings before the judge of assize under this sec- 
tion, and appeals from such judge to the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council, and cases stated, may 
be made by the authority having power to 
make rules of court for the Supreme Court; 
(g) an order under this section granting in 
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whole or in part the prayer of the petition, 
whether made by the judge of assize or by 
the Lord Lieutenant in Council upon appeal 
from that judge, shall have effect as if it were 
a provisional order under section 203 of the 
Public Health Act, 1878, duly confirmed, and 
upon any land being taken under the order, 
the compensation for the same to be paid by 
the county council shall, in the absence of 
agreement, be determined by an arbitrator 
appointed by the Local Government Board, or, 
if the parties so agree, be determined by a judge 
of assize, either with or without a jury, accord- 
ing to the agreement; (h) the foregoing pro- 
visions with respect to the acquisition of any 
land for the purpose of widening an old road 
or making a new road shall apply to the 
acquisition of any easement or right over land 
in like manner as if it were land.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is a 
long Amendment on the Paper. It pro- 
vides an alternative course in the case of 
widening roads or making new roads. 
A petition may be laid before the judge 
of assize, and there is an appeal to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 


It has been very carefully thought out, 
and, I believe, it is satisfactory. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 

* Page 8, line 11, leave out from ‘shall’ to 
‘arrange’ in line 12.” 

“Page 8, line 13, after ‘work’ insert 
‘maintained in whole or in part at the cost of 
the county or any rural district.’ ”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
* Page 8, leave out clause 12.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Between the 
arly stage of the Bill and the present 
stage I asked if the Government would 
reconsider their resolution with regard to 
this clause 12. This clause has really no 
relation to the rest of the Bill. It is a 
foreign body introduced into the Bill; 
and as far as most Jrish Members, at all 
events those who represent western dis- 
is a most irri- 
Now, the Chief 
Secretary has placed on the Paper, since 
the discussion in Committee, an Amend- 
ment which I presume he considers to 


tricts, are concerned it 
tating foreign body. 
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be a concession. The Amendment is 


this— 


“Page 9, line 2, after ‘large,’ insert ‘so, 
however, that the total amount of such ex- 
penditure levied off the county at large in an 
one year shall not exceed a sum equal to 5d. 
in the £ on the rateable value of the county.’ ” 


I think the Amendment makes the clause 
much worse than it was before, because, 
as the clause stood in its original shape, 
the amount which the Government in- 
tended to compel these poor western 
counties to levy before any assistance 
came to them from the central Govern- 
ment in years of exceptional distress was 
left an unknown quantity, and we were 
led in the course of the Debate to suppose 
that it would be a very small sum. But 
now we have in this Amendment an inti- 
mation of what the ideas of the Govern- 
ment are in this regard. In a year of 
exceptional distress, this Amendment 
clearly shows that it is the intention of 
the Government not to come to the relief 
of the western districts until at least a 
5d. rate is levied on the county. Now, I 
have calculated what that 5d. rate would 
be. On the county of Mayo it would 
amount to £6,622, on the county 
of Galway £9,955, on the county of 
Kerry £6,130, and on the county 
of Cork £26,000. Now, these are 
the four counties portions of which are 
suffering from distress in the present 
year, and in them the Government have 
been compelled to start relief works, 
though on a very sparing and parsimo- 
nious scale. So on these four counties it 
is contemplated under this clause that a 
sum of £48,700 is to be levied by a 5d. 
rate before the Government will feel itself 
called upon to take any special measure 
of relief. Of course, I admit that is putting 
it rather high, because it is assuming 
that the entire rate was levied on the 
county of Cork; but I may assume that 
at least £30,000 is to be levied on the 
four counties before the Government un- 
dertakes measures of relief. Now, Sir, in 
the present year I believe the Govern- 
ment relief works have, up to this date, 
not cost more than about £30,000. I do 
not accept the figures, but the Chief Sec- 
retary mentioned a sum of £25,000. Of 
course, that would be utterly insufficient. 
Well, assume that in the present year, in 
face of the great distress which has pre- 
vailed, a sum of £30,000 has been, or will 
Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 





(Treland) Bill. 592 


be, expended for the relief of these 
western districts. Had this clause been 
in operation in the present year, not one 
shilling would have been provided by the 
Treasury up to this date to these dis- 
tressed districts, but the whole burden 
would have been thrown on the dis- 
tressed counties through the medium of 
arate. Now, Sir, it is a matter of noto- 
riety—I do not imagine that the Chief 
Secretary will attempt to contradict it— 
that in all cases where there is a failure 
of the crop in the west of Ireland, pro- 
ducing distress and famine, that failure 
is not confined to the actual districts 
which are absolutely famine-stricken, 
but extends over neighbouring counties 
freely, and throughout the counties in 
which the distressed districts are situ- 
ated. So that the condition of things 
you have in the west of Ireland is this: 
you have got, first of all, the districts 
where it is necessary to institute relief, 
and in the counties where those districts 
are situated you have a condition of great 
and exceptional poverty, although it may 
not be sufficiently intensified: to demand 
special measures of relief, and the pro- 
posal you make by this clause is that 
the first grant for every famine in the 
west of Ireland is to be thrown by a rate 
on the county in which all this distress 
prevails. A more grotesque proposal 
was never heard of in this House than 
to compel the very poorest districts and 
counties to give relief. That is the 
meaning of this clause, if it has any 
meaning at all, and in it we have got a 
measure of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment. I oppose this clause, because it is 
utterly foreign to the Bill, because it in- 
troduces in the Bill—a Bill of concessions 
to popular demand in Ireland—a pre- 
posal which has nothing to do with the 
general scope of the Bill, and which in- 
flicts a burden on the very poorest and 
most distressed districts of the country. 
This question of the condition of the 
famine-stricken districts of the west of 
Ireland has been over and over again 
brought under the attention of this 
House. I appeal to honourable Mem- 
bers whether it is not a fact that when 
every two or three years, under more 
prosperous seasons and happier condi- 
tions, famine ceases to ravage these un- 
fortunate districts, and there is a period 
of comparative ease—I will not say 
prosperity—they are “out of sight, out 
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of mind.” Men begin to forget, and the 
pressing character of the problem passes 
away until, with bad years, it comes 
again. I say it is the one chance which 
really exists for forcing this House to do 
its duty towards these famine-stricken 
districts by applying some permanent 
and really effective remedy to their un- 
fortunate condition, that when a year of 
distress comes their voice should be forced 
upon the attention of the House, and the 
House should be called upon to make 
some grant and provide some remedy for 
this exceptional distress. I say the 
whole principle of this clause is vicious. 
Its object is to put this distress out of 
sight, and keep it out of mind, to throw 
the expense on the counties of Galway, 
Kerry, Cork and Donegal, so that unless, 
in the event of some overwhelming dis- 
tress, some exceptional distress like that 
of 1879 or of 1845, the ery of famine 
will not reach the ears of this House, but 
under this system of a rate in aid the 
unfortunate people will have to be fed by 
the ratepayers of the counties them- 
I say that therefore this is an 
unjust proposal, a grossly unjust pro- 
posal, and it is a proposal having for its 
object to relieve the House of the annoy- 
ance of having these periodical famines 
brought to its attention. It is a pro- 
posal, therefore, which is likely, if carried 


selves. 


into effect, to have the result of 
pt stponing for a_ long, and per- 
haps indefinite, period any serious 


attempt to grapple with this ‘problem. 
Sir, if the Government really desired, 
or thought it right that this distress 
in the west of Ireland should be, to any 
extent, dealt with by a rate in aid, surely 
that rate ought to be extended to the 
north of Ireland. I do not advocate such 
a proposal. As I said before in the Com- 
mittee, it was tried in the form of a six- 
penny rate, I think in the year 1852, and 
it was abandoned because the rate was 
unpopular, A sum of £452,000 was 
raised over the whole of Ireland in suc- 
cessive years, and was devoted to the 
assistance of the poorer districts. If you 
are to adopt that system, which certainly 
I do not advocate, would it not he 
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infinitely more just to throw it on the 
whole of Ireland, by a great national 
rate in aid, than on the very poorest 
districts of the country? I do hope that 
the Government will abandon this pro- 
posal. I would suggest that if the Chief 
Secretary is in love with this idea, why 
should he not adopt this alternative 
course: why not take this clause out of 
the Bill, with which it has nothing what- 
ever to do, and bring it in, if he likes, 
in a Measure which I trust the Govern- 
ment may see fit to introduce next 
Session, having for its object the applica- 
tion of some comprehensive and effective 
remedy! If the Government were to 
come forward next Session and say, 
“Here is a Bill setting up machinery by 
which we hope to stop the famine in the 
west of Ireland, but we insist upon 
accompanying the Bill by a provision 
which will secure the Treasury in the 
future against these periodical and con- 
stantly recurring demands for relief of 
districts in the west of Ireland,” I, for 
my own part, would be prepared to give 
such a proposal favourable consideration, 
and I do not think it would be an 
unreasonable proposal if it were part of a 
Bill which would give us a reasonable 
hope of putting an end, or beginning the 
work of putting an end, to these famines. 
But when it is introduced in a Bill like 
this, which has no provision whatever of 
that kind—not the smallest proposal 
directed towards mitigating or removing 
this miserable condition of things in the 
west of Ireland—TI say it is most unreason- 
able and most unfair that this pro- 
posal should be introduced in such a Bill, 
and I appeal to the right honourable 
Gentleman, at least if he is ardently 
attached to the idea, to postpone the 
introduction of it until it forms part of 
a comprehensive scheme for dealing with 
the distressed districts. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The policy 
of this clause was discussed at very great 
length when the Bill was passing through 
Committee, and I venture to say that the 
honourable Member for East Mayo has 
not added any single argument of any 
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kind to these which were repeatedly used 
from that side of the House on that 
occasion. Sir, the reason why the 
Government have introduced this clause 
is two-fold. In the first place, it is 
extremely desirable that machinery 
should be available for making possible 
those relaxations of the poor law which 
we have had during the last 50 years to 
effect by Act of Parliament. I have pro- 
posed in this clause machinery for that 
purpose. The second ground is this: 
experience shows that it is absolutely 
necessary in dealing with these periods 
of distress to increase the local respon- 
sibility. I have adopted that policy with 
boards of guardians; it is the method 
which we have employed in the present 
year, and I may say with most beneficial 
results. By this clause we propose to 
extend that responsibility to the county 
also. The honourable Member says, 
“Why not extend it to the whole of Ire- 
land!” That is an attack upon the whole 
system of the poor law. No doubt it may 
be an unfortunate thing that the poor 
law necessarily throws the burden of the 
support of destitute persons very often 
largely upon poor areas, vut you have to 
confine this resp nsibility, to 
extent at all events, to the locality; it 
is in the locality only that the true 
character of the distress can be properly 
understood. If you choose to give up the 
principle of local and 
throw the charge for poor relief on the 
country at large, I venture to say that 


some 


responsibility, 


is not a principle which will commend 
itself to this House. On the contrary, I 
believe the tendency is rather to increase 
local responsibility than to diminish it. 
Well, Sir, the honourable Member said 
that the Amendment I have put on the 
Paper, to meet several objections taken, 
makes the clause worse than before, and 
he asks if the amount of the rate which 
as the limit of the 
liability of the county is to be taken as 
the measure of what must be provided by 


we have assigned 


the locality before any grant from the 
Imperial Exchequer is made. Sir, that is 
not the true interpretation of this 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Amendment. I put down the Amendment 
because, when the clause was under dis- 
cussion in Committee, the honourable 
Member for East Mayo complained that 
the county council, if it acted upon the 
power given it by this clause, would be 
rushing blindfold into an expenditure the 
total amount of which it could not calcu- 
late. I therefore offered to put down the 
Amendment on the Paper, so as to let 
the county council know the maximum 
of what they might be called upon to 
expend. But I did not mean that as the 
expenditure that the county council 
should incur before the Treasury inter- 
vened. ‘lhe probability is that if the 
distress was really serious the Treasury 
would be ready to come to the assis- 
tance of the distressed locality early, and 
the amount which the county council 
would have to pay would only be one- 
half the extra expenditure. under the 
clause, of the guardians, after the amount 
of Imperial expenditure had been de- 
ducted. I protested, when the clause 
was still under discussion, that it was by 
no means the intention of the Govern- 
ment to secure the Treasury against the 
claims now made upon it. I do think the 
incidental effect will be to diminish the 
period of expenditure during distress. 
Why is that? Because it has almost in- 
variably exceeded the requirements of 
the case; because locality has 
deemed it its duty, or at all events its 
advantage, to exaggerate the distress, in 


every 


order to get a large share of the grant. 
That, in my opinion, is a public evil of 
In order to fur- 
ther check it we propose this clause, and 


very great magnitude. 


for these reasons I move it here, 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): The right 
honourable Gentleman has given as the 
chief reason for maintaining this clause 
the argument that by means of the clause 
he increases local responsibility for the 
relief of distress. Well, that would be all 
right if the Bill also some 
power upon the local authorities to deal 
of 


these recurring famines in the west of 


conferred 


with what we contend is the cause 
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Ireland; but he denies all power 
applying a permanent remedy ; he in- 
sists upon saddling upon the afflicted dis- 
tricts what will amount practically to 
the entire responsibility of dealing with 


of 


these recurring periods of starvation. I 
submit that the real object of the clause 
is to shift Imperial responsibility for a 
condition of things occurring periodically 
for which this House ought to be answer- 
able. I think the right honourable Gentle 
man has admitted more than once that 
if people who suffer from this distress in 
the so-called congested districts had more 
land upon which to employ their labour, 
had more opportunities of employment, 
this House would have to vote no more 
money for these purposes, and we should 
stop, as we wish to do in Ireland, beg- 
ging from our friends all the world over. 
I do therefore, that the right 
honourable Gentleman will listen to the 


wish, 


appeal made to him more than once from 
these benches during this Session, and 
try, in the very next Session of Parlia- 
ment, to bring forward some remedy to 
put an end, once and for all, to these 
periodical famines. But if at the present 
time he persists in his attitude we will 
go to a Division, 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): The right 
honourable Gentleman has said that my 
honourable Friend the Member for East 
Mayo has produced no argument in addi- 
tion to those he used in the Committee 
Well, Sir, 
it is impossible to do so. Unfortunately, 


in reference to this clause 12. 


the old argument stands, and the old 
arcument and 

in 
Her 


Majesty’s Government has been practi- 


accentuated 
emphasised at the present moment 
these distressed 


stands 


very districts. 
cally deaf to the appeal, and in this case 
public in Great Bri- 
tain and in America who have come to 
their help and their aid. I contend that 
the main argument brought from these 


it is the charitable 


benches against this clause has never yet 


been answered—namely, that by the 
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clause you impose upon the very poor dis- 
tricts in the country the responsibility and 
the expense of dealing with the poverty 
of these poor districts. I should be 
sorry, Mr. Speaker, to have recourse to 4 
national Vote in aid for these unfortu- 
nate people, stricken with famine, in the 
south and west of Ireland, but as a self- 
respecting Irishman, and one represent- 
ing a constituency poor enough, but 
still not so utterly poverty-stricken, I 
should much prefer to see a national Vote 
in aid, to see the burden of these dis- 
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tricts thrown upon all the counties of 
Ireland, rather than the sending 
round of the hat in Cork and 
Kerry and in Dublin for the relief 
of the of Ireland that has 
taken place within the last six months. 
I remember that during the Committee 


west 


stage of the Bill an analogy was sought 
to be made with regard to the equalisa- 
tion of rates in London. Sir, we then 
pointed out that the principle adopted in 
London by which the rich parish of St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, and the other 
rich parishes in the West-end, contri- 
buted their quota to the poor parishes of 
the east and south of London was a very 
fair, I will say humane, one, and I should 
have no objection to seeing a proposal of 
that kind adopted, and this rate-in-aid 
thrown upon all the counties of Ireland. 
Of course, the Amendment of the right 
honourable Gentleman goes in the direc- 
tion of limiting the rate to the extent 
that it 
but in districts where rates are already 
crushingly heavy, where they run up to 


is not to exceed 5d. in the £; 


8s. or 9s. in the £, an additional 
rate of 5d. in the £ is the last 


straw to the ratepayers, who are nearly 
as are the unfortunate people 


distress. 


as ps 0r 
suffering 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is anticipating the 
Amendment. 


Mr. DALY: There is a strong ground 


against the clause itself, which we 








599 


condemned at the time it was produced, 
which was condemned by public opinion, 
and by popular newspapers in Ireland. 
Surely, if you deny the people the right 
of dealing with the causes of this 
poverty, and insist on governing the 
country by forcing upon it a land system 
which we contend has led to this poverty, 
then you should take the responsibility 
yourselves. Do one thing or the other. 
We proposed that this rate should be 
put on all the counties of Ireland if 
you will not do that, let the responsi- 
bility remain where it does, with the Trea- 
sury. I have had experience since this 
Bill was in Committee of the condition 
of distress in the west and south-west 
of Kerry. As a member of the Cork 
committee who raised funds for the relief 
of these unfortunate people, I can assure 
the House that the distress was in no 
way exaggerated, and I do not think it 
was quite in keeping with the responsi- 
bility of the position which the right 
honourable Gentleman holds that he 
should so often have sought, in this 
House and elsewhere, to minimise the 
existence of distress which was only too 
evident, too painfully evident. Why, Sir, 
the evidence we had at the last meeting 
of the Cork committee, coming from four 
or five districts in Kerry, was that the 
people absolutely were living on Indian 
meal mixed with water. The effect of this 
clause would be that that distress would, 
first of all, after having been certified 
by the guardians of the various unions, 
fall on the county of Kerry, one of the 
most heavily rated counties in the 
United Kingdom. If that is so, I con- 
tend that it would be a most iniquitous 
proposal. We spent a long time in dis- 
cussing very much less important points 
in Committee. We are dealing with the 
very poorest of the populations in Ire 
land. I believe the rates in Kerry all 
round run up to 9s. in the £. 


Orange Demonstration 


It being midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 
Mr. Daly. 


{COMMONS} 
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Civit SERVICE AND REvENUE DEPARTMENTS 
Estimates, 1898-99, 


Cuass II. 

Resolutions reported— 

“1 That a sum, not exceeding £38,660, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, for Criminal 


Prosecutions and other Law Charges in Ire- 
land.” 


“2. That a sum not exceeding £69,929, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
such of the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and of certain 
other Legal Departments in Ireland as are not 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


COMPANY (VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) 
AMENDMENT BILL, 

The House went into Committee on 
this Bill, Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorks., 
N.R., Thirsk, Deputy Chairman of Ways 
and Means) in the Chair. 


Progress was reported. 


The House resumed. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


ORANGE DEMONSTRATION AT 
DONEGAL. 
On the Motion— 


“That the House do now adjourn,” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I think thisis the first time I have spoken 
on an occasion of this kind, but I wish 
again to direct the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland to what is likely to 
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happen in Donegal to-morrow morning. 
The right honourable Gentleman is well 
aware that I have repeatedly asked ques- 
tions in reference to the contemplated 
Orange demonstrations in the town of 
Donegal. The right honourable Gentle- 
man seems to ‘have been absolutely igno- 
rant and kept in ignorance by his 
officials in Dublin Castle, of the true 
nature of these affairs. Now, Sir, some 
three weeks ago it was advertised in all 
the Orange papers that an Orange hall 
would be opened in the town of Done- 
gal, and that various Orange contingents 
from the various surrounding districts 
would all assemble in Donegal and march 
through the streets with Orange insignia, 
This new Orange hall is, I understand, 
situated absolutely outside the town. 
The town of Donegal is, as every honour- 
able Member knows, a town whose in- 
habitants are almost overwhelmingly 
Catholic. The proportion of Catholics to 
Protestants would be about five to one. 
Under these circumstances I have 
brought this matter under the notice of 
the right honourable Gentleman, and I 
have brought to his notice that there has 
been posted in the town of Donegal and 
its neighbourhood a placard of a most 
malignant and abominable character. Of 
course, this placard, by whomsoever 
written, shows the true animus of this 
gathering, and it shows the passions 
likely to be inflamed by a gathering of 
this kind. I will read some passages of 
this placard— 


Orange Demonstration 


“ A Grand Orange Demonstration will be 
held in Donegal on Tuesday, July 12, 1898. 


“ Papists stand aside! We have conquered 
you before and can do it again! 


“ Our motto still is ‘To hell with the Pope!’ 
“ Hurrah for King William!” 


Is not the right honourable Gentleman 
aware that the placard has been stuck 
all over the town of Donegal? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
seen the placard myself, Sir, and there 1s 
no printer’s name upon it. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Of course it 
is repudiated by the Orange leaders, but 
it shows the animus of the under- 
strappers of the party. Now, Sir, I put 
to the right honourable Gentleman on 
Friday last a series of questions. One 
question was— 


at Donegal. 


“ Whether, having regard to the occurrences 
in Belfast— 


Of course I referred to the riots there— 


“and the fact that the Government insisted 
that a Nationalist procession should not take 
its route through a quarter of the city in which 
the population was overwhelmingly Orange 
or Protestant, a similar provision will be made 
as to the route of the Orange procession in 
the town of Donegal, where the population is 
mainly Catholic?” 

The right honourable Gentleman gave 
me a reply that there was no analogy 
whatever between the cases of Belfast 
and Donegal. What are the facts! In 
a telegram that I have placed before the 
right honourable Gentleman to-day, and 
of which he ‘has a copy, it is disclosed 
now, and proved beyond yea or nay, that 
on Wednesday last, at a meeting at the 
petty sessions held at Donegal, presided 
over by resident magistrates and Castle 
officials, with a Protestant clergyman in 
the chair, at which three Unionist 
magistrates, and one Nationalist, and 
also the district inspector of the locality 
were present, the magistrates unani- 
mously forwarded a message to Dublin 
Castle that they had unanimously decided 
in order to preserve the public peace, 
that the Orangemen should be prevented 
from entering the town of Donegal on 
12th July, under any circumstances, and 
that the Orangemen had other con- 
venient routes by which to reach the 
Orange hall. The magistrates’ decision 
had been ignored by Dublin Castle. The 
Belfast magistrates’ decision was not 
ignored by the Castle, because Belfast 
was a Protestant place, but at Donegal 
it was ignored by the Castle because 
here it is useful for the Government, I 
suppose, to have an Orange procession in 
the heart of a Catholic district—in order, 
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no doubt, to bring about peace! Why 
did the right honourable Gentleman give 
me such an answer on Friday evening if 
he knew—as he ought to have known— 
that the Castle had decided to overrule 
the local authorities, that this was no 
analory? He gave me this answer 
through official information, which is 
entirely untrue and erroneous. What 
does he propose to do to-morrow? This 
Orange hall is a quarter of a mile cer- 
tainly, possibly half a mile, out of the 
town. All the Orangemen can get to it 
without passing through the town of 
Donegal. One Orange contingent from 
a village about four or five miles from 
Donegal would, in its mest direct route, 
pass through Donegal, and the arrange- 
ment had been that this contingent 
should pass through the town on its way 
to the meeting, provided that they did 
not have any insignia in evidence. All 
this has now been utterly changed, and 
the procession, as I am informed, will be 
marshalled half a mile outside the town, 
and then march through with bands and 
banners and all the beautiful insignia 
of the brotherhood. The right honour- 
able Gentleman knows what has occurred 
in Belfast. He knows what Orangemen 
are like. He knows the exasperation that 
may be excited in the population. I ask 
him now to do this: to see that the 
rules and regulations laid down by the 
local bench of magistrates shall be 
carried out. It will not harm anyone if 
these Orangemen have their meeting out- 
side the town. There is no necessity for 
their coming through Donegal «xcept 
the necessity for creating exasperation 
and bad feeling. Does the right honour- 
able Gentleman wish to create that exas- 
peration and bad feeling? If there be 
any disturbance or bloodshed, or loss of 
property, I say, if he does not keep the 
regulations made by the magistrates, he 
himself is primarily and personally 
responsible. I have brought this matter, 
as I thought it my duty to do so, under 
the notice of the House. 


Mr. MacNeiil. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR:-~ The 
honourable Gentleman has not, I think, 
for the first time, discovered a mare’s 
nest. I think I cannot place the cage 
more clearly before the House than by 
reading first the telegram which the 
honourable courteous 
enough to show me at an early period of 


Member was 


the evening, and on which he founded 
his information, and then to read the 
telegram which I have received. The 
telegram on which the honourable Mem- 
ber founds his view of the case is to 
the following effect— 


“ Magistrates assembled at Petty Sessions 
last Wednesday unanimously decided in order 
to preserve public peace that Orangemen be 
prevented entering Donegal on 12th July under 
any circumstances, and that Orangemen have 
other convenient routes to reach Orange Hall. 
Magistrates’ decision ignored by Dublin Castle. 
It is now ascertained entire body of Orange- 
men are to form a procession half mile from 
town and march through Donegal. This is 
contrary to undertaking given by authorities 
that only one contingent would be allowed to 
pass through the town, without any display. 
This looks like breach of faith.” 


That is the telecram on which the 
honourable Gentleman founds his state- 
ment. These are the facts— 


“ Magistrates assembled at Donegal on 
Wednesday last passed no formal resolution 
with regard to what should be done on 12th 
July, but had conference in the magistrates’ 
room before petty sessions. Expressed it as 
their opinion that Orange processions as then 
arranged should not be allowed to march 
through the town of Donegal. Magistrates 
made no communication of their views to 
Dublin Castle. Commissioner Wheelan, who 
was sent down to make arrangements for the 
preservation of the peace, concurred in views 
expressed by the magistrates that general 
procession should not be allowed to pass 
through the town, but that certain contingents 
should be allowed to pass through portions of 
the town which would be their direct route. 
These contingents, if not so permitted, will be 
obliged to make a détour of five or six miles. 
Arrangements were made by Commissioner 
Wheelan after consultation with local magis- 
trates and county inspector with full know- 
ledge. Arrangement made has not been 
altered, nor is there any intention to alter it. 
Therefore there is no ‘question of breach of 
faith. The most careful arrangements have 
been made to secure the preservation of the 
public peace.” 


House adjourned at 12.20, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 12th July 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter-past 
Four of the clock. 


NEW PEERS. 





The Lorp De L’Ist—e anp DupLEY— 
Sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father. 


The Lorp PLayrarr—Sat first in Par- 
liament after the death of his father, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


—_ 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with— 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10). 


And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with— 
DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND STOKE 

TRAMWAYS. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 

Table. 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
VOL, LXI. [FourtH Serius. | 
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NEATH, PONTARDAWE AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


Business. 


CLACTON-ON-SEA GAS AND WATER 
BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS, ETC.) BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. 


LONDON, TILBURY AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


BURNLEY CORPORATION 

WAYS, ETC.) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


(TRAM- 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

The Queen’s consent, and the consent 
of the Prince of Wales in right of his 
Duchy of Cornwall, signified, and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 


WEY VALLEY WATER BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the orders made on the Ist of 
July and Thursday last discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


Z 
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TON EXTENSION BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the orders made on the Ist of 
July and Thursday last discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the orders made on Thursday 
and Friday last discharged, and Bill 
committed, 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That they adjourn this day at Half-past 
Two o’clock, and pray leave not to sit 
again until Thursday next at Twelve 
o'clock; read, and leave given ac- 
cordingly. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That they adjourn this day at Half-past 
Two o’clock, and pray leave not to sit 
again until Thursday next at Twelve 
o'clock; read, and leave given ac- 
cordingly. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILu. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That they adjourn this day at Half-past 
Two o’clock, and pray leave not to sit 
again until Thursday next at Twelve 
o'clock; read, and leave given ac 
cordingly. 


{LORDS} . 
BOLTON, TURTON AND WESTHOUGH- | 
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LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 

That they adjourn this day at Half-past. 

Two o’clock, and pray leave not to sit 

again until Thursday next at Twelve 

o'clock; read, and leave given ac-~ 
cordingly. 


GENERAL POWER DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Amendmenté: 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL, [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed and sent to the 
Commons. 


HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ment, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


KEIGHLEY CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; Read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 
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EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LISKEARD CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


WINDSOR DOCK, CARDIFF, BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bill, viz. :— 

E. Abingdon, 

. Southampton, 
. Kenmare (E. Kenmare), 


ete 


. Stanmore, 
L. Welby (chairman) ; 


Agreed to, and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bill. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
(Leeds Order (No. 1) Opposed.) 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Five Lords appointed a 
Select Committee on the Middlesex 
County Council Bill and other Bills do 
form the Select Committee for the con- 
sideration of the Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill; read, and 
agreed to; all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bill to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bill. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


——-. 


IRISH TEACHERS PENSION RULES, 1898, 
Rules under section 11 of the National 
School Teachers (Ireland) Act, 1879; 


presented (by command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Proposed Amendment of the scheme 
relative to the efficiency of the volunteers 
in foree under Her Majesty’s Orders in 
Council dated 31st July 1880, 14th April 
1884, ete. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 
Return of all Loans raised in India 


under the provisions of any Acts of” 


Parliament chargeable on the revenues 
of India outstanding at the commence- 
ment of the half-year ended on the 31st 
March, 1898, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, etc. 


‘Laid before the House (pursuant to. 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


—_———_ 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments: the 
Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by 
the Standing Committee to be received 
on Friday next; and Bill to be printed 
as amended. [No. 150.] 


LIBRARIES (OFFENCES) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment; the 
Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 
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POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read the third time on Tuesday next. 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read the third time on Monday next. 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL. 
[H.L.} 

Reported from the Standing Com- 

mittee without Amendment, and to be 

read the third time on Thursday next. 


SOLICITORS BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported from the Standing Com- 

mittee with Amendments; the Report 

thereof to be received on Thursday next, 


and Bill to be printed as amended. 
JNo. 151.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAJ 


ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March, 1898, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday the 
28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the 
second time; Agreed to; Bill read the 
second time accordingly. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March, 1898, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday the 
28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the 
second time; Agreed to; Bill read the 
second time accordingly. 


{ LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March, 1898, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday the 
28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the 
second time; Agreed to; Bill read the 
second time accordingly. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL, 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March, 1898, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday thie 
28th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be read the 
second time; Agreed to; Bill read the 
second time accordingly. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Committed; the Committee to be pro 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee 


Whole House. 


of the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


Committed to a Committee 
Whole House. 


of the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 
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MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL, 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) RELIEF 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Lorpv MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
My Lords, in moving the Second Reading 
of this Bill, I feel that I need not detain 
the House many minutes in recommend- 
ing it to your Lordships. The Bill 
1equires but little explanation beyond 
what is given in the Memorandum, and 
I hope it does not require much argument 
to commend it to your Lordships. The 
clauses are all taken from the Bill, which 
was introduced by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in the House of Commons last year, 
but which could not be proceeded with 
for want of time. There is a very general 
desire in Ireland that these clauses should 
be passed into law without delay. The 
Bill is almost entirely of an enabling cha- 
racter, and directed to supply omissions 
in the existing law which do not exist in 
England, and to give to Irish boards of 
guardians further powers, such as are 
already possessed by English boards of 
guardians. The first clause deals with 
the important matter of boarding out 
orphan and deserted children by boards 
of guardians, which it is desired to bring 
up to date and to place on a basis more 
in conformity with modern ideas. The 
second clause enables boards of guardians, 
with the consent of the Local Government 
Board, to provide for the teaching of 
workhouse children in National schools 
in the neighbourhood; and the third 
clause enables them to send children for 
education and training to certain schools 
of an industrial character where they will 
obtain a better training than they could 
possibly receive in the workhouse. The 
fourth clause is directed to restraining the 
employment of pauper children under the 
age of 12 years, the principle of which 
is already recognised both in Ireland and 
in England, but the existing law has been 
found to be insufficient to secure the 
object in view. My Lords, I have reason 
to hope that the Bill will receive the 
support of Her Majesty’s Government, 
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and I beg to move that it be read a second 
time, 


Toe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I have only to say, on behalf of the Irish 
Government, that this Bill meets with 
their cordial approval and sympathy, and 
I hope your Lordships will accord the Bill 
a Second Reading. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House. 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
GUARANTEE) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Moved— 


“That the Orders of the Light Railways 
Commissioners as submitted to the Board of 
Trade be in future presented to this House to- 
gether with the Orders as confirmed by the Board 
of Trade.”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the 
operation of the Light Railways Act, 
1896, and especially to the alterations 
made by the Board of Trade in the Orders 
submitted for confirmation by the Light 
Railways Commissioners; and to move 
that the Orders of the Commissioners as 
submitted to the Board of Trade be in 
future presented to this House, together 
with the Orders as confirmed by the 
Board of Trade. It is now two years 
since the Light Railways Act was passed, 
and the first Report of the proceedings 
of the Board of Trade, and also the 
Report of the proceedings of the Com- 
missioners appointed under the Act have 
been laid on the Table of Parliament, as 
also have the Orders which had been 
made by the Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade up to the 
end of last year. My Lords, it may be 
as well that I should remind your Lord- 
ships very shortly of the provisions and 
the effect of the Light Railways Act. 
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Your Lordships will remember that under 
the Act full power was given to the Board 
of Trade with regard to the railways 
-which were described as light railways, 
though they were not defined, and it was 
laid down in the Act that an Order, when 
finally made by the Board of Trade, 
should have the effect of an Act of Par- 
liament. I would remind your Lordships 
that at the time when the Bill was pass- 
ing through this House objection was 
taken by the noble Lord at the Table, 
aid by other peers, to the fact that 
there was no definition of light railway 
in the Bill, and that, therefore, the Board 
of Trade would receive absolute power to 
decide that anything was or was not a 
light railway. My Lords, notwithstand- 
ing those objections, the Bill was passed 
in the form in which it stood, and the 
result is that at the present time any- 
thing is a light railway which the Board 
of Trade says is a light railway, and 
nothing is a light railway which the Board 
of Trade says is not. My Lords, with 
regard to the other provisions of the Act, 
{ may remind your Lordships that Com- 
missioners were appointed under the Act, 
who were to make inquiries into all appli- 
cations made to them for the formation of 
light railways. They were directed to 
hold a local inquiry; they were directed 
specially to inquire into the conditions 
for the public safety, and other matters 
of that kind, and they were to lay their 
Orders, which were Provisional Orders 
only, before the Board cf Trade for con- 
sideration and confirmation. My Lords, 
the Board of Trade have received the 
power either cf passing the Orders un- 
amended, or of altering and modifying 
them, and then passing them, if it saw 
fit to pass them at all, in the final form 
which they would assume. Therefore, 
there is no means of raising any question 
with regard to any of those Orders before 
they become law. But, my Lords, 
although Parliament surrendered its 
powers in regard to light railways, it did 
not at the same time surrender all its 
interests, and therefore, when these 
Orders are laid upon the Table it is only 
natural and right that we should look 
into them, and see what the Light Rail- 
ways Commissioners recommended, and 
how far their recommendations have 
been accepted or altered by the Board. 
My Lords, it may be as well that I should 
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state to your Lordships what were the 
intentions of: those who framed this Act, 
because that alone, I think, enables the 
House of Parliament to form a judgment 
of what was intended to be a light rail- 
way, and what was intended to be the 
operation of the Act. Now, Mr. Ritchie, 
when moving the Second Reading of the 
Bill in another place, said that one of 
the main difficulties had been the expense 
of the requirements for the public safety 
enforced by the Board of Trade. He 
said that— 
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“ As regarded the requirements for the public 
safety, the public must make up their minds 
that, if they desire to have these railways, 
they must of themselves exercise an amount of 
caution, and not insist upon those elaborate 
precautions which, on trunk lines, where trains 
were running at great speed, might be neces- 
sary, but which in other countries had been 
abandoned where great speed was not desired.” 


And he said, further, that— 


“As far as the question of public safety is 
concerned, the Board of Trade is empowered to 
deal generally in the way of modification with 
those requirements in their Order, and the 
circumstances of each case would be considered 
in respect of permanent way, gauge, posts, 
and brake power. No limitat.ons were con- 
tained in the Bill as to any ‘of these require- 
ments, but the Board of Trade would have 
power to deal with each separate application, 
and the requirements which seemed to be 
necessary in each case.” 


That was the intention of Mr. Ritchie, 
and Mr. Bryce, who had previously been 
President of the Board of Trade, entirely 
concurred in the propriety of those views. 
He pointed out that the cheapening of 
requirements as to the construction and 
working of the line were essential, and 
that no Bill would be adequate if this 
were omitted. He said that— 


“As regarded the cheapening and the dis- 
pensing of certain requirements, the Govern- 
ment were in the same position as the late 
Government—such as the strength of the staff, 
the provisions for interlocking points and 
signals. All these were matters with regard to 
which great economy in the construction and 
the working of the line might be effected. 
Someone had said, ‘ Utilitas publica periculum 
privatum.’” 


I am sure that was not Mr. Bryce him- 
self. Continuing, Mr. Bryce said— 
“There were cases where there would be a 
certain amount of risk, and there were level 
crossings where there was danger; but -he 
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believed on the whole. that the experience cf 
this and other countries was satisfactory. In 
the United States they might see trains runnin 
at the speed of four miles an hour throug 
populous districts, and children playing about, 
and yet few accidents happened.” 


So, my Lords, both Presidents of the 
Board of Trade were entirely agreed that 
great cheapness in the construction of 
these railways were absolutely necessary 
if they were to succeed, and _ this 
was one of the essential points with 
which the Bill was supposed to deal. 
Well, my Lords, the question that we 
have now to ask is, in what sense has the 
Act been carried out, and has it been 
carried out in the manner which Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Bryce proposed and 
hoped that it should be carried out? My 
Lords, all that Parliament has to guide it 
are these Orders as they are laid upon 
the Table ; and I must point out to your 
Lordships—and this is the justification 
for the Motion that I have moved, namely, 
that the Orders of the Commissioners, 9s 
submitted to the Board of Trade, be in 
future presented to this House, together 
with the Orders as confirmed by the 
Board of Trade—that it is impossible to 
tell from the confirmed Order only what 
the Commissioners originally proposed, 
and how far their recommendations have 
or have not been disagreed with. So long 
as the noble Lord who is Chairman cf 
the Commission is on the Commission 
and in discharge of his duty, his mouth 
is closed as regards criticising any of the 
proceedings that may have been taken 
with regard to the Provisional Orders 
which the Commissioners have presented 
to the board. Well, now, my Lords, 
three Orders were laid on the Table in 
1897, and in 1898 there had been three 
more—the Rinkton Order, the Lizard 
Order, and an Order called the Crowland 
Order. These are, so far as I know, all, 
or nearly all, the Orders for light rail- 
ways proper. There have been two cr 
three other Orders for what are really 
‘tramways in populous places, and which 
are not light railways properly so-called. 
Now, my Lords, in every single one of 
these Orders that I have mentioned the 
Commissioners were of opinion, inthe 
first instance, that continuous brakes 
were not required, and in every one cf 
these cases the Board of Trade has incor- 
porated continuous brakes. With regard 
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to the Crowland Order, which is the last, 
there is a slight difference, because, 
instead of incorporating the words of the 
Act of Parliament of 1889, which gives 
the Board power at any time to insist 
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upon continuous brakes, a  specially- 
written clause has been inserted in the 
Order; but, so far as I can make out 
from studying it, there is no actual 
difference whatever between that and the 
Order which appears generally in the Act 
of Parliament. Then, my Lords, with 
regard to the signals. In all those cases 
the Commissioners were of opinion that 
no signals were required except at places 
where the line joined a main line of rail- 
way. My Lords, in every case that clause 
of the Commissioners has been struck 
out, and arrangements have been made 
proposing signals of different sorts. Now, 
my Lords, I am not going to attempt to 
take your Lordships further into the 
matter, because, in the first place, there 
are other details which I have not been 
able to ascertain. I only ascertained 
these by asking direct questions as to 
matters of fact at the Board of Trade 
itself, and also at the office of the Light 
Railways Commissioners ; but there may 
be other matters which it would be very 
easy to go into in detail if we were 
holding an actual inquiry. I think I 
have said enough to show to your Lord- 
ships that, in some essential principles, 
the Board of Trade has departed from 
the recommendations of the Commis- 
sioners. Now, my Lords, the next thing 
that one naturally asks is, by what 
tribunal were these alterations made, and 
how far were the opinions of the Light 


Railways Commissioners taken into con-, 


sideration, and how far were they them- 
selves consulted as to the alterations 
before they were made? So far as I can 
ascertain, practically the Court of 
Appeal in this matter has been an official, 
generally the Permanent Secretary to the: 
Board of Trade, assisted by some of the’ 
permanent advisers, including one of the 


railway inspectors of the Board of Trade.’ 


My Lords, one then naturally asks, whet 
is the expert advice which was taken, 
and. were the Commissioners consulted? 
I believe that as-a matter of fact their- 
secretary was generally present, at. all: 
events after the first Order or two; but. 
I should be very much interested to know 


from my noble Friend opposite [the Earl’ 



















































se tied: bse nee Resace Phare aa des ane a cae Me ee PR 








eT Se 


“erat 


Sis Sie i teeth ae 














619 


of Dudley] whether, before these altera- 
tions were made, the matter was referred 
back to the Commissioners, or whether 
they had an opportunity themselves per- 
sonally of laying their views before the 
Board of Trade. A case occurs to my 
mind, which may occur to the minds of 
other noble Lords in this House—an 
analogous case—where a Joint Committee 
of the two Houses of Parliament was 
appointed to inquire into certain railway 
rates which had been made by the Board 
of Trade. As Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
whom I see present to-night, and who 
was Parliamentary Secretary of the Board 
of Trade at the time, will remember, he 
and Sir Courtenay Boyle (the Permanent 
Secretary to the Board of Trade) were 
both present at the sittings of the Joint 
Committee. They heard all that the 
opponents to the rates they had proposed 
had to say, and, after all the evidence 
had been heard, the Duke of Richmond, 
who was chairman, I think, during tho 
whole length of the sittings of that Com- 
mittee—two or three years—asked them 
whether they had any remarks to make, 
and especially what reasons they had for 
having fixed upon the specific figures 
which they had fixed upon. Now, my 
Lords, I want to know whether there was 
real consultation in that sense in these 
cases. I am speaking only from general 
ideas, but I rather think that the Board 
of Trade did not hold any local inquiries 
when considering these matters, or, at 
all events, if they did, those inquiries 
were very rare indeed. Your Lordships 
will remember that, in the first instance, 
the Commissioners had gone down to the 
spot; they inquired into every detail 
upon the spot. They satisfied themselves 
as to what was required for the safety of 
the public. That was one of the points 
specially referred to them. by the Act, 
and the recommendations which they 
made were based upon full and complete 
knowledge of the locality, of all the facts, 
and of the persons interested. I should 
like to know what opportunity the Board 
of Trade had of inquiring into these 
matters, and of ascertaining that the 
Commissioners had made a mistake, and 
that it was better to insert regulations 
in the Orders different from those which 
the Commissioners had proposed. I wish 
to say one word, too, my Lords, with 
Earl of Camperdown. 
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regard to the expert evidence—the expert 
assistance which the Board of Trade had. 
I believe—of course, I speak liable to 
correction—but I believe they were 
assisted by the ordinary mspectors of the 
Board. I should be the last person to say 
a single word in depreciation of the 
efforts of those inspectors, and the greax 
advantages which they have conferred 
upon the public when dealing with rail- 
ways ; but, at the same time, your Lord- 
ships must remember that an inspector, 
who has all his life been dealing wit 
railways intended to run at a high rate 
of speed, and which are very large and 
important undertakings, is hardly the 
best person to turn his attention to, ang 
to express an opinion upon, these light 
railways, which are confessedly for quite 
different purposes, and which were made 
and intended to be worked in quite a 
different way. And, moreover, the Act is 
a little hard on the inspector. The Act 
says that upon the Board of Trade is cast. 
the duty of looking after the safety of 
the public. When the official engineer of 
the Board of Trade looks into this 
matter, it is only natural that he shoulf 
observe that if there should be any acci- 
dent at any time the first person whose 
action would be called in question would. 
be the inspector of the Board of Trade,. 
and therefore it is natural also that he 
should place considerably more value 
upon absolute safety to the public 
than upon the requirements such 
as I have read to your Lordships, which 
the President of the Board of Trade said 
were intended in Jight railways. Now, 
my Lords, that is all I have to say, but 
it seems to me this is a question whether 
this Act is going to succeed or not. In 
what sense are you going to work it? 
Are you going to work light railways as 
the promoters of the Bill intended they 
should be worked, or are you going to 
make them into undertakings which are 
very safe to the public, but which, at the 
same time, cannot be at once absolutely 
cheap and absolutely safe in the sense 
that the ordinary large railway is? My 
Lords, it may be said, of course, that the 
insertion of these clauses about con- 
tinuous brakes do not necessarily imply 
that continuous brakes will be insisted: 
upon. That is very true. But then you 
must make allowances for them in the 
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capital of the undertakings. The capital 
of the undertakings has purposely beea 
kept very low for the excellent reason 
that the Commissioners have been 
anxious not to raise the capital to such 
a figure that it would pay any promoter 
to advocate the making of a light railway 
with the intention of reselling it at a 
profit. For that reason the capital sum 
has been kept at the very lowest figure 
possible. If you introduce more of these 
conditions, you increase the capital, and 
the result will be, I am afraid, that the 
success of your Act will be greatly 
imperilled if you continue to work in this 
way. My Lords, I beg to move that the 
Orders of the Commissioners, as sub- 
mitted to the Board of Trade, be in 
future presented to this House, together 
with the Orders as confirmed by the 
Board of Trade. 


*Eart STANHOPE: My Lords, I should 
like to say one word in support of the 
Motion of my noble Friend. I think you 
will all admit that light railways are very 
different from ordinary railways, and 
therefore should not be subjected to the 
same conditions. The speed of light rail- 
ways is considerably less, and they 
generally run by the side of the high- 
way. Commissioners were appointed two 
years ago by Her Majesty’s Government 
to carry out these matters, and they take 
considerable trouble in the performance 
of their duties. I am well acquainted 
with the work that has been performed 
since my noble Friend Lord Jersey has 
been chairman. The Commissioners, at 
considerable sacrifice of time and trouble, 
hold local inquiries on the subject and 
hear evidence; and then after due de- 
liberation the Commissioners make a 
Report, and what is the result? 
The Board of Trade, it may be, makes 


small Amendments, but the result 
of it all is that these schemes 
are hung up _ indefinitely, partly 


owing to the want of further capital, 
but directly owing to the obstruction 
of the Board of Trade. I do think, 
if I may be permitted to say so, that it 
is a hard case to appuint gentlemen to 
do this work, voluntarily, at a consider- 
able sacrifice of time, and then that their 
decisions, after local inquiries, are set 
aside, overruled, or, at any rate, delayed 
by the action of the Board of Trade, I 
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trust, therefore, that your Lordships may 
be disposed to accept the Motion of my 
noble Friend. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
To THE BOARD or TRADE (The Earl of 
Duper): My Lords, my noble Friend, 
in the course of the speech which he 
delivered, said this was a questiom 
whether the Light Railways Act was tobe 
a success or not, and, so far as I could 
follow him, his whole contention was that 
in administering the Act, and in con- 
sidering the Orders which had been sub- 
mitted to them by the Light Railways 
Commissioners, the Board of Trade have 
been too drastic and too stringent with 
regard to the arrangements for public 
safety which they have inserted into th> 
Orders that he referred to. My Lords, E 
think that the Board of Trade perfectly 
agree with my noble Friend that, in a 
matter of this kind, care has to be taker 
not to strangle or stifle enterprise by 
unnecessary safety arrangements. But f 
think, that if the effect which both of us 
wish to avoid had in reality taken place, 
the result would have been that fewer 
Orders would be now applied for by 
people throughout the country than 
heretofore. It may interest the House, 
in this connection, to know that although 
the public, for the last six months, have 
been in possession of information upom 
this subject, and have had knowledge of 
the requirements as to safety which the 
Board of Trade have insisted upon, the 
Orders, instead of decreasing, have 
increased ; and we have up to now been 
asked to sanction more than 1,000 miles 
of light railways throughout the 
country. Therefore, my Lords, at any 
rate up to the present, I think we may 
take it as tolerably certain that the 
action of the Board of Trade has not 
stifled or strangled the promotien of 
enterprises of this kind. Now, my Lords, 
my noble Friend specially referred to two 
classes of arrangements that had been 
made by the Board of Trade—firstly, 
with regard to continuous brakes; and, 
secondly, with regard to signals; and 
he has complained that in every case the 
Board of Trade have insisted on brakes; 
being attached to the rolling-stock on 
those lines where the Commissioners 
have not thought them necessary. My 
Lords, in answer to that, I can say this—~ 
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#hat in many instances we have been told 
At the Board of Trade, by the promoters 
themselves, that no matter whether the 
Board of Trade insisted on continuous 
brakes or not they intended to use 
them ; and for this very good reason, that 
without continuous brakes the manager 
cof the line, no matter whether it is a 
Jight line or a heavy line, runs such an 
enormous risk of accidents, and of 
«riminal proceedings in case of accidents, 
that for his own safety, and for the safety 
vf the directors and shareholders of that 
Jine, he wishes to take every precaution 
in his power to avoid an accident. And, 
an addition to that, my Lords, it must also 
te remembered that in many cases cf 
this kind the rolling-stock is trans- 
ferable—that is to say, the same 
rolling-stock is used on both heavy 
and light lines which connect with 
each other, and therefore the com- 
pany, being desirous of interchanging the 
rolling-stock, would fit continuous brakes 
to the rolling-stock whether they were 
insisted upon or not. So much for that 
point; but in defence of our action I 
wish to point this out to the House, and 
that is, that in administering an Act like 
this, which has but recently been passed, 
when we have not yet on either side 
sufficient experience to enable us to judge 
with any certainty how these matters 
will work out in the future, the Board 
of Trade, being saddled with direct 
responsibility with regard to — public 
#@afety, must, I think, lean rather more 
to stringency than to laxity in these 
matters. The noble Lord has quoted 
from the speech made bv the President 
of the Board of Trade in introducing this 
Bill, in which he said that requirements 
tnsisted upon in respect of heavy lines 
would not be insisted upon in regard to 
light lines. That is perfectly true, and 
that course has been followed in con- 
‘sidering these Orders. As the noble Earl 
is perfectly aware, there are many 
arrangements for public safety, such as 
complicated systems of bleck-working, 
interlocking of signals, fencing, gating 
level crossings, etc., which Parliament 
has insisted upon in respect of heavy 
fines, but which have been, to a tre 
mendous extent, modified in the case of 
these light lines. For instance, we have 
dispensed to a great extent with fencing ; 
we have dispensed to a great extent with 
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gates across level crossings; and, instead 
of insisting upon a complicated system 
of interlocking of signals and_block- 
working, we have only asked that some 
communication should exist between the 
various stopping places, and that some 
simple arrangement such as that which 
is used in Ireland should be put up by 
which the confliction of two signals can 
be avoided. In the Crowland Order, to 
which my noble Friend referred, our 
expert advisers informed us that there 
was nothing to prevent two signals being 
in opposition to each other. We only 
desire that some arrangement should be 
made by which that is impossible. I am 
told that a system such as the one we 
have insisted upon is by no means expen- 
sive, and is one which has been tried and 
found successful upon the light railways 
in Ireland. Therefore I do not think 
that the noble Earl is quite correct when 
he says that after giving the public the 
idea that we were going to be very 
lenient in these matters, as foreshadowed 
in the speeches which he quoted, we have 
not carried out that policy, and that we 
have insisted upon the requirements 
which are necessary upon heavy lines. 
My Lords, I would also, before passing 
from this subject, remind your Lordships 
that in the Light Railways Act of 1896 
there is a clause which specially puts 
upon the Board of Trade the responsi- 
bility of locking into these matters. The 
Act says— 


“The Board of Trade shall consider each 
Order, specially with regard to questions of 
public safety.” 


Therefore, my Lords, although we have 
every respect for the able work which the 
Light Railways Commissioners do, 
although we have every respect for the 
views which they put before us, we de 
not think that we can divest ourselves 
of the direct mandate which Parliament 
has imposed upon us to take every pre- 
caution against any possibility of accident 
to the travelling public. Now, my Lords, 
with regard to the point which my noble 
Friend raises as to the relationship 
between the Board of Trade and the 
Light Railways Commissioners. My noble 
Friend seems to think that the Board of 
Trade, in altering these Orders, did not 
take into consideration for one moment 
the views which the Commissioners had 
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formed from information derived at local 
‘inquiries or other sources. In that my 
noble Friend is in error. In the first 
place, on nearly all these cases one of the 
Commissioners has been to the Board 
of Trade before that body has heard the 
Order, and has talked to one of the 
officials with regard to it. In addition to 
that, there is always, at these inquiries, 
one of the secretaries of the Light Raii- 
ways Commissioners present, who 
instructs the official who may be hearing 
the case as to the reasons which have 
induced the Commissioners to make such 
and such a provision ; and therefore, my 
Lords, it seems to us that it cannot he 
said that we have ridden in any way 
rough-shod over the opinions of the Com- 
missioners, or wantonly changed an Order 
they had prepared. I might say that in 
this connection I have had a talk with 
Lord Jersey, who, as your Lordships 
know, is chairman of the Light Railways 
Commission. I regret that my noble 
Friend has brought on this Motion to-day, 
when Lord Jersey is unable to be present. 
But this I can say, that Lord Jersey has 
expressed to us, in the fullest terms, 
that although there are differences cf 
opinion as to technicalities between the 
Commissioners and the expert advisers 
of the Board of Trade, he is perfectly 
satisfied with the relations between the 
Board and the Commission, and has no 
complaint at all to make against the way 
in which those who have to administer 
the Act have worked together. But in 
order that there should be no possibility 
of misunderstanding upon this point. we 
have arranged, in addition to the safe- 
guard to which I have alluded—in addi- 
tion to the presence of the secretary— 
that in future, upon any occasion on 
which it may seem to the Board of Trade 
‘necessary to alter the Order upon any 
important point, a Commissioner should 
be asked to wait upon the Board, and to 
go fuily with them into the reasons which 
have induced the Commissioners to take 
a particular course. But, my Lords, my 
noble Friend has quoted the instance of 
the Duke cf Richmond’s Commission, and 
he has said that the procedure adopted 
there cught to be followed in this case. 
I think the two cases are totally dis- 
similar. In that case my noble Friend 
the Secretary for Scotland and Sir 
Courtenay Boyle attended the sittings uf 
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the Commission as officials of the Board 
of Trade. They were appealed to upon 
questions of rates, and they answered 
upon these subjects. That was a per- 
fectly proper course, but in this case my 
noble Friend asks that a perfectly inde- 
pendent body, such as the Light Rail- 
ways Commissioners, should attend the 
hearing of cases in a totally différent 
court ; in other words, he is asking that 
the judge of a lower court should sit 
upon the bench in the upper court. 


Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWI!: That 
is not what I asked. 


Tue Eart or DUDLEY: Then I mis- 
understood the noble Lord. 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: All I 
intended to ask was that the decisions of 
the Light Railways Commissioners oti 
matters of principle, such as continuous 
brakes, should not be altered without 
their having been thoroughly consulted. 


Tue Eart or DUDLEY: The noble 
Earl quoted the illustration of the Duke 
of Richmond’s Commission, in which the 
officers of the Board of Trade were pre- 
sent. I do not quite, therefore, 
see, if he did not intend that the 
Light Railways Commissioners should 
be present at the Board of Trade, 
the relevancy of his illustration. It is 
obvious that that could not take place; 
it would be undignified and improper. 
As the noble Earl does not mean that, I 
pass itover. In any case, I hope we have 
done in the past everything we could to 
consult the Commissioners, and in future 
we are going to invite a Commissioner 
to be present on all occasions when an 
important alteration isto be made. Ido 
not think I need go further into this sub- 
ject. I am sorry that my noble Friend 
has raised this question at the present 
time, because, as I said before, the Act is 
yet too young for us to be quite certain 
of how these matters will work out. But 
if my noble Friend had waited until the 
time came when the whole procedure laid 
down by the Act had to be reviewed, I 
think that, perhaps, would have been a 
better time to ‘have discussed the proce- 
dure under the Act; but still, as he has 
raised it now, I hope I have said enough 
to assure the House that we do strongly 
feel the disadvantage of hampering enter- 
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prise with any unnecessary restrictions, 
and that so long as we can adequately ais- 
charge the responsibility which Parlia- 
ment has directly laid upon us in this 
matter we are perfectly ready to meet 
both the promoters and anybody else 
who might take their view of the case 
upon the most reasonable terms possible. 
I think, my Lords, I omitted to refer to 
the Motion with which my noble Friend 
concluded his remarks. I cannot help 
thinking that there would not be 
very much advantage in laying these 
Orders upon the Table, for this 
reason—that in the first place, the 
Order would then be sanctioned, and 
therefore, the laying of it upon the 
Table would not affect the final decision 
with regard to it; and, beyond that, it 
would be impossible for the House to 
derive proper information from the draft 
of the Order and the completed Order. 
It would be impossible for the House to 
know, without further information, what 
changes that might be noticed between 
the two Orders had been agreed to, what 
changes had been put in at the direct 
request of the promoters, and what 
changes had been made by the Board of 
Trade, in contravention of the views of the 
Light Railways Commissioners. And 
therefore, my Lords, if my noble Friend 
would agree to withdraw his Motion, and 
give the Board of Trade a little longer 
time to attempt to satisfy him upon that 
point, we should be glad. 


Fisherics 


Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: In 
answer to what the noble Earl has said, 
all I want is some information that I can 
understand. As it is, this Order, as modi- 
fied by the Board of Trade, is laid on the 
Table of Parliament, and there it lies, 
but Parliament is kept in absolute ignor- 
ance as to how much of it belongs to 
the Board of Trade, huw much of it be- 
longs to the Commissioners, and what 
has happened at all. it is quite true that 
great power has been given under this 
Act to the Board of Trade, and that what 
the Board of Trade does has the force 
of an Act of Parliament, but I should like 
to have some means of judging what the 
Board of Trade have done, and what the 
Commissioners did. If my noble Friend 
will suggest to me any other way by 
which I can get that information, I shall 
be perfectly ready to accept it, but, as it 
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is, this Order, as now laid on the Table, 
is to me only double-Dutch. 


Department. 


Question put. 
Motion negatived. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I will 
not put the House to the trouble of a 
Division, but at the same time I wish to 
point out that we are kept entirely in the 
dark by the Board of Trade. 


FISHERIES DEPARTMENT. 

Lorpv HENEAGE: My Lords, I beg to 
ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
it is correct that the Fisheries Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade, with its assis- 
tant secretary and experienced sea 
fisheries inspector, has been abolished, 
and the interests of the sea fisheries in- 
dustry placed under the charge of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Harbour De- 
partment, with an inspector of Scotch 
salmon fisheries as chief inspector ; and, 
if not, what are the new arrangements 
proposed with regard to the vacancy 
caused by the retirement of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Fisheries Department? 
My Lords, I have put this question on 
the Paper in order to get some definite 
and accurate information with regard to 
the future position of sea fisheries at the 
Board of Trade. Those who are con- 
nected with the fishing industry, and 
those who have taken a great deal of 
interest in it, have been very much sur- 
prised and very much dismayed at the 
report which has gone forth during the 
last few weeks that the Fisheries Depart- 
ment is about to be abolished, and that 
it is either going to be merged or com- 
bined in the Harbour Department. I 
have had a great many communications 
from official representatives—well-known 
and recognised representatives—of the 
trade, stating that they look upon this 
step, if it is true, not only as a retrograde 
step, but as a step in direct contravention 
of the Resolution of the House of 
Commons and disastrous to the trade. 
I would remind your Lordships that 


it is now 30 years ago since the 
fishing industry was rescued from 
a back room in the Harbour 
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Department, and combined with the ship- 
ping industry in the Marine Department 
uf the Board of Trade. Since that time 
the sea fishing industry has developed in 
an extraordinary manner, and I see it is 
stated by the Sea Fisheries Inspector of 
the Board of Trade that over £/,000,000 
worth of fish were landed on our shores 
last year. It was during the time we 
were connected with the Marine Depart- 
ment that the Acts of 1883 and 1887, 
the regulations which now obtain in re- 
gard to the fishing industry and the 
North Sea Fishing Convention, were 
brought forward and carried ; and it was 
only because the shipping industry 
developed to the same extent that it 
became necessary for the Board of Trade 
to consider the question of what was to 
be done, as it was no longer possible to 
keep these two great industries in the 
same Department. The whole question 
was thoroughly discussed and the trade 
consulted, and the result was that Sir 
Edward Birkbeck moved, in the House 
of Commons, in the Parliament of 1886, 
a Resolution, with full permission of the 
Board of Trade—and that Resolution 
was carried—to the effect that there 
should be a separate Sea Fisheries De- 
partment of the Board of Trade, with an 
Under Secretary to look after the inte- 
rests of that industry. I believe, but I 
am not quite sure, that the following 
year the Sea Fisheries Department was 
set up, and that the Salmon Fisheries 
Department, which had up to that time 
been under the Home Office, was com- 
bined with the Sea Fisheries Depart- 
ment, but if I am wrong with regard to 
that the noble Earl who will reply on 
behalf of the Board of Trade will cor- 
rect me. From that time up to the 
present we have got on most amicably 
with the Board of Trade. We had, in 
the first instance, as Under Secretary, 
Mr. Swanson, who had been chief inspec- 
tor of sea fisheries under the Marine 
Department. He was succeeded by a very 
able man, Mr. Barrington, who has re- 
tired this year. They had as Chief Assi: 
tant Mr. Malan, who has had practical 
experience in this matter ; for, in addition 
to a very long connection with the Board 
of Trade, he was for five or six vears 
engaged in one of the largest sea fishing 
ports in this country, putting into force 
the regulations they wished to trv. We 
are now told that the separate Sea 
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Fisheries Department is to be abolished, 
altuough it appears on the Estimates of 
the present year, with the Votes for the 
Under Secretary and the two inspectors 
[Mr. Malan and Mr. Fryer], and that it 
is to be combined with the Harbour 
Department, under the present Under 
Secretary of Harbours. We are further 
informed, in a paragraph which appeared 
in official type in the Z'imes, and other 
newspapers, a short time ago, that a Mr. 
Archer, who is, I believe, the salmon 
fisheries inspector in Scotland, has been 
appointed to be chief inspector of the 
Harbour Department. Well, that simply 
means this—that the two prime officials 
of that Department will neither have the 
slightest knowledge or experience of sea 
fisheries. The sea fishing industry is on 
a very different footing from the salmon 
fishing industry. It very often happens 
that we are compelled to put forward the 
Foreign Office and the Admiralty in order 
to protect the interests of the sea 
fisheries, and it is necessary, before they 
can do anything, no matter how great. 
the emergency, that they should be put 
in motion first ‘by the Board of Trade. 
We all know that correspondence be- 


Department. 


best or most rapid modes of procedure, 
and therefore it is necessary that those 
who look after the interests of the sea 
fishing industry in the Board of Trade 
should have the interests of that indus- 
try at heart. I will not detain your 
Lordships further. I only hope that the 
noble Earl will be able to give some ex. 
planation which will be satisfactory to 
the trade, but if it is only the expla- 


afraid it will not be satisfactory. 


do not think a very long explanation will 
be needed to satisfy my noble Friend. 


Fisheries Department of the Board of 
Trade has been in any way abolished. 
That is not so. What has happened has 
been that the Harbour Department has 
been merged with the Fisheries Depart- 
ment, and that both have been put under 
one Assistant Secretary instead of, as 


The chief inspector of fisheries has now, 


technical work and to his expert advice 





oe 


tween Departments is not one of the. 


nation given in the other House I am 


Tue Earn or DUDLEY: My Lords, I 


I think he has misunderstood the facts’ 
of the case if he imagines that the’ 


before, under two Assistant Secretaries. 


therefore, more freedom to attend to his. 
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than before when he was hampered by 
secretarial duties, which kept him in 
London, and vhich could be perfectly 
well performed by an Assistant Secre- 
tary. There has been no diminution of 
staff ; indeed, instead of the interests of 
fishing being in any way disparaged by 
this change, we think that, on the other 
hand, it will derive great advantage. 
My Lords, my noble Friend has alluded 
to Mr. Archer’s qualifications for this 
post. We have every reason to believe 
that Mr. Archer is a most able and expe- 
rienced gentleman. He has performed, 
I believe, his duties in Scotland to the 
utmost satisfaction of the Scotch Offica, 
and we have every reason to believe that 
he will be able to discharge the work 
that is now entrusted to him in the 
most satisfactory and efficient manner. 
It is, perhaps, impossible to find a man 
who combines as great and as complete 
a knowledge of one class of fishing as of 
another. There is no doubt that the 
salmon fishing question, to which my 
noble Friend has alluded, requires 
greater study and greater technical 
knowledge than the sea fishing question, 
but we have no reason to sup 
pose that a gentleman who has 
capabilities sufficient to master the 
difficult. questions connected with salmon 
fishing, as Mr. Archer has, will in any 
way show want of efficiency in a branch 
of the subject far less technical and re- 
quiring far less study. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I am 
bound to say that the reply of the noble 
Ear! will not be satisfactory to the trade. 
The fact remains that they are to be put 
under a gentleman who has given all 
his attention, all his life, to harbours, and 
the second in the Department is to be a 
gentleman who has not had anything to 
do with sea fisheries. The whole ques- 
tion will be, no doubt, brought up on 
the Votes in the other House. 


The subject dropped. 


BIBLE TEACHING IN PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS. 
Tue ArcHBIsHop or CANTERBURY: 
My Lords, I rise to ask the Lord 


President of the Council whether he 
can inform the House on what authority 


Earl of Dudley. 
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632" 
or on what evidence the Vice-President 
of the Council stated publicly that the 
teaching of the Bible in Board schools 
in large towns was far superior to the 
teaching of the same subjects in Volun- 
tary schools in the same places? My 
Lords, the state of the case is this: a 
little while ago the Vice-President of the 
Council publicly made a statement that 
the Biblical instruction in Board schools 
—not the doctrinal instruction, but the 
instruction in the contents and history 
of the Bible—was so far superior 
to that to be found in  Volun- 
tary schools that there was no compari- 
son possible between them. Now, my 
Lords, I have two things to say about 
that. I would be glad if the Lord Presi- 
dent would be kind enough to notice 
them. In the first place, I should like 
tc point out that ever since 1870 the 
Education Department have given up all 
investigation into the religious instruc- 
tion in these schools. Her Majesty's 
inspectors, neither in Voluntary schools 
vor in Board schools, look at the religious 
instruction. All that they have to do is 
to see that the time-table is kept, and 
that the proper time is given over to the 
subject im accordance with that time- 
table. But they do not examine the 
children, and they have no direct means 
of knowing what their religious know- 
ledge is like. Now, then, when this sys- 
tem was first introduced of setting aside 
all examinations of the religious instruc- 
tion, it was felt as a very serious loss 
to their own cause by all those who are 
very much interested in that part of edu- 
cation, because, my Lords, there can be 
no question at all that the fact that this 
was one of the subjects in which Her 
Majesty’s inspectors examined gave te 
it a very much greater importance in the 
eyes both of teachers and learners. The 
children felt that it was an important 
matter since the Queen's inspector looked 
into it, and the teachers felt that it was 
a very important matter, because, coming 
under the supervision of Her Majesty’s 
inspector, it affected his Report upon the 
work of the teachers, and this advantage 
was entirely lost when the change was 
made. However, no complaint was made 
on that subject. It was thought that the 
fromoters of Voluntary schools would be 
akle to provide inspection of their own, 
which in some degree might make up for 
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the loss which they had sustained ; but, 
my Lords, it seems to me very hard, 
while we lose the advantage of that 
inspection, that we should, nevertheless, 
be subjected to criticism, and that, while 
inspectors have not authority to examine 
into the subject, nevertheless the De- 
partment, through the Vice-President, 
appears to form an opinion, and publish 
that opinion to the world. Moreover, 
the Department is necessarily looked 
upon by the world at large as very much 
led in the matter by the opinion of the 
inspectors, and by their reports upon 
what they find in the schools, and the 
inspectors, it seems to me, have no right 
to make reports when they have no right 
to make examinations. I venture to 
think it is stepping out of the province 
cf the Department altogether to make 
criticisms of this kind. Even if the criti- 
cism was perfectly sound, I should still 
protest against its being made on a 
matter which does not come within the 
cognisance of the Education Department 
at all. Of course, the Education Depart- 
ment has a general supervision of all that 
is done in the schools, and as regards 
the moral government of the school that 
is a very important matter indeed; but 
as for the doctrinal instruction and the 
instruction on religious information, that 
seems to me to be altogether outside the 
scope of the Department. My Lords, 
this, of course, I should say, even if I 
believed that the statements made by the 
Vice-President of the Council were per- 
fectly accurate. I am not at all prepared 
to deny that there is in Board schools 
exceedingly good teaching, and that there 
is in some Board schools exceedingly 
good teaching in the religious department 
of the instruction. I have no doubt 
about it. I have said it, and other 
bishops have said the same; but it is a 
very different thing to say that there is 
to be found in different Board shools 
very good religious instruction, and to 
say that, taking it generally, the religious 
education in Board schools is altogether 
superior to that given in the Voluntary 
schools. I do not know how the compari- 
son has been made. All the evidence 
that I can get together points entirely 
in the opposite direction. I have made, 
naturally enough, such inquiry as I could 
make; our own diocesan inspectors alto- 


gether question this statement, and say 





{12 Jury 1898} 










Primary Schools. 634 


they do not at all acknowledge that the 
Biblical instruction in the Board schools 
is better than the Biblical instruction in: 
the Voluntary schools, and their own 
accounts of the results of their examina- 
tion are such as to show that the Board 
school must, indeed, be something very 
different from what schools are generally, 
ii the religious instruction in them stands. 
above the kind of religious instruction in. 
the schools of the Church. There are not 
many modes or means by which we cam 
actually compare the two, but one or 
two things have struck me particularly. 
This is one that was brought before me 
in a letter I received this morning from 
the diocesan inspector of Newcastle 
upon-Tyne, where he says that he comes 
across the children educated in the Board. 
schools and the children educated in the 
Voluntary schools, in the Sunday schools. 
He has to inspect the Church Sunday 
schools, and he says that he finds there 
that the children of the Voluntary 
schools are very superior to the childrem 
of the Board schools. That, of course, is 
no more than his opinion, but it is borne 
out by several others, who write to the 
same effect, and fully borne out by the 
accounts given in the Reports of our owm 
diocesan inspectors everywhere about 
the character of the religious instruc- 
tion in the Voluntary schools. I hope, 
therefore, that the Lord President of the 
Council will be able to explain in some 
satisfactory manner how it is that the 
Education Department are stepping out 
of their province in this way, and also 
on what authority and what evidence the 
Vice-President bases such a criticism om 
that with which he has, properly speak- 
ing, nothing to do. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF tHe 
COUNCIL (The Duxe of Devonsnig) : 
My Lords, the history of the incident to 
which the most reverend prelate has 
just called attention is, I think, a some 
what curious one. Its origin arose in 
a speech which was made by the Vice 
President of the Council in the other 
House of Parliament, in opposing a 
Motion for the universal establishment 
of school boards. In the course of the 
Vice-President’s speech on that occasiom 
he said that he had always admitted that 
the education of most of the Board 
schools in the large towns was excellent, 
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and he incidentally observed that—but 
perhaps I had better quote his own 
words. He said— 
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“He was not at all certain if it came to 
be a real test that they would not find tnat 
the facts and history of the Christian faith 
were better taught to the children in the 
Board schools.” 


The Vice-President went on to say that 
he had always held that opinion as to 
the education given in the Board schools 
in the larger towns, but that the case 
in the rural districts was altogether dif- 
ferent, and that, in his opinion, in the 
rural districts the country clergyman 
was a far better and more competent 
school manager than the farmers or 
tradesmen of whom the school board 
would be composed, and under whose 


management the education given was 
‘generally extremely inefficient. Well, 


amy Lords, that statement of the Vice 
President does not appear to me to be 
of a very aggressive or irritating charac- 
ter, but it appears to have called down 
upon him the severe animadversions and 
eriticisms of some supporters of Volun- 
tary schools, and especially, I believe, of 
ome of the Church papers, and the Vice- 
President accordingly felt it necessary, 
in making a speech in moving the Edu- 
cation Estimates, to make some reference 
tto the criticism to which he had been 
exposed. Of course, the most reverend 
prelate perfectly understands that any 
opinion which has been expressed by the 
Vice-President upon this subject refers 
solely to the Bible lessons which are 
given in common both in Voluntary and 
Board schools, and the Vice-President 
did not attempt to express or convey 
the slightest opinion upon the compara- 
tive value of that Bible instruction which 
‘was common to both classes of schools 
and the doctrinal instruction which, of 
course, could only be given in Church 
schools. I think I had better give the 
explanation of his statement in the Vice- 
President’s own words. He has written 
‘to me a statement. He says— 


“The statement was an expression of my 
‘own personal opinion, as the context of my 
speech shows, and was not based upon any 
official or other authority.” 


{Zronical cheers and laughter.| 1 think, 
an answer to those cheers, I ought to say 


Lord President of the Council. 


{LORDS} 





636 


that every noble Lord will see, who has 
carefully studied the statements to which 
the right reverend prelate has called 
attention, that the Vice-President never 
represented them in any other light. 


Primary Schools. 


“The evidence” (the Vice-President pro- 
ceeds) “upon which my opinion was formed 
consisted partly of a comparison of the staffs 
of the two classes of schools, partly of personal 
communications with inspectors, teachers, and 
others, and partly of my own observation. 
Since I have held my present office I have 
seized every opportunity in town and country 
of visiting schools when I could do so without 
my official character being known. Personal 
experience, though unreliable as the sole source 
of knowledge, is a good corrective to opinions 
derived from the statements of others. One 
of the best tests of good teaching is the interest 
which the children take in the lesson given, 
and this is not very difficult to discern. When 
I determined to hear and see for myself the 
religious teaching in Board and Voluntary 
schools in London, I asked Mr. Ernest Gray, 
M.P., to select me a fair sample of each. It 
was impossible for me to visit a sufficient num- 
ber of schools to make an average for myself. 


The Voluntary school selected was St. 
Matthew’s, Westminster. This is what the 
head teacher is reported by the National 


Society to have said of it at a public meet- 
ing— 

“* This school in all its departments had in- 
variably been awarded the highest grant by 
Her Majesty’s inspector. The diocesan inspec- 
tor had classed it as “excellent,” and he was 
proud to say that the managers had staffed 
and equipped it as well as any Voluntary school 
in London.’” 


“ The Board school, which I visited on the 
next day, was in Marlborough Road, Chelsea. 
The staffs of the two schools, as given me by 
the Education Department, are as follows.” 


Then the Vice-President quotes certain 
figures, with which I need not trouble 
your Lordships, and goes on to say— 


“My own convictions and the policy which, 
under your direction, I have while in office 
carried out are, as you know, strongly in favour 
of the maintenance of Voluntary schools. The 
disadvantages under which Voluntary schools 
are placed in great towns where they have to 
compete with Board schools are not in any 
way the fault of their managers and teachers. 
To them I have never attributed any blame. 
I think them, on the contrary, deserving of the 
highest praise for the extent to which they 
make the means at their disposal serviceable 
to the cause of education. But the difficulty 
of providing sufficient incomes for Voluntary 
schools in great towns does, in my judgment, 
seriously menace their prosperity and affect 
their efficiency, and should, in their interest, 
be faced and overcome.” 


Well, my Lords, on this point I have only 
further to say that, in my opinion, this 
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statement to which the most reverend 
prelate has called attention was not en- 
tirely a gratuitous statement on the part 
of the Vice-President, seeing that it was 
made in consequence of a very guarded 
and unagegressive statement of opinion 
made on quite a different occasion, having 
been severely called into question. I can 
only say, as the Vice-President has said, 
that it is the personal opinion of my 
right honourable Friend and his personal 
opinion only, and your Lordships may 
rest assured that it is, under the adminis- 
tration of the Education Department, no 
part of the duty of the inspectors either 
to inquire into or to formulate criticism 
upon the religious instruction given in 
the Board schools. I have only further 
to add, on this point, that the opinions 
expressed by the Vice-President do not 
relate, and do not purport to relate, to 
the religious instruction given in the 
schools of the country generally, but 
solely to those in the metropolis; and I 
do not see that this expression of opinion 
on the Vice-President’s part need have 
given rise to any very great annoyance 
or irritation on the part of managers of 
Voluntary schools. I waited a little 
while, after the most reverend prelate 
sat down, to hear if any other observa- 
tions were likely to be addressed to your 
Lordships upon the speech which has 
been called in question. I am, of course, 
perfectly aware that not only the point 
which has been referred to on this occa- 
sion, but several other points contained 
in that speech, have excited a great 
deal of public attention; have caused 
apparently some disquietude to the 
supporters of the Voluntary schools, and 
a proportionate amount of satisfaction 
to the supporters of Board schools. I 
have read, of course, that speech with a 
great deal of attention, and I confess that 
I do not find in it any traces of that 
hostile spirit towards the Voluntary 
schools which has been imputed to my 
right honourable Friend. The speech is 
evidently that of one who is anxious— 
sincerely anxious—to increase the effi- 
ciency of both Board and Voluntary 
schools, and of one who is deeply im- 
pressed by the difficulties under which 
elementary education suffers now, and 
which render the result obtained from it 
inadequate in comparison with the enor- 
mous expenditure incurred upon it. My 
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right honourable Friend commented on 
a great number of obstacles which, in his 
opinion, impede the progress of educa- 
tion. Among them were the early age 
at which children leave school, their 
irregular attendance during their school 
period, the inferiority of Voluntary 
schools in large towns, generally the in- 
feriority of schools, Board or Voluntary, 
in rural districts, and the want of a suffi- 
cient number of trained teachers. Several 
of those obstacles can only be dealt with 
by legislation, and the Government have 
proved, by the Bill which they introduced 
in 1896, their desire to deal with some 
of those obstacles. That Bill would have 
raised the age of exemption from attend- 
ance of children at school from 11 to 12 
years, and would have provided a more 
efficient organisation for education in the 
rural districts. That Bill, however, was 
defeated mainly by the efforts of those 
who are now loudest in approval of the 
Vice - President’s strictures. The Bill 
which was passed by Parliament last year 
was intended in some degree to redress 
the inferiority of Voluntary schools in 
towns, to which my right honourable 
Friend referred. The proposal embodied 
in that Bill, to give to schools in urban 
districts a larger proportion of the grant 
in aid, was most strenuously resisted by 
those who are now loudest in applauding 
the Vice-President’s comparison between 
the efficiency of Board and Voluntary 
schools in towns. The speech of my 
right honourable Friend appears to me 
to have been intended to enforce three 
points, not one of which, so far as I can 
see, is in antagonism to the interests of 
Voluntary schools. In the first place, he 
desires to raise the present age of exemp- 
tion. That, as I have said, is a principle 
which already has received the approval 
of the Government, and has been em- 
bodied in a Measure, and which, if it 
could be carried into effect, would equally 
benefit Board and Voluntary schools. In 
the second place, he desires to see a 
better organisation of schools in rural 
districts, not for the management of 
schools, but for the support and assist- 
ance of schools, both Board and Volv~ 
tary—a Measure which, if carried out, 
would relieve Voluntary schools in rural 
districts from the danger to which they 
are now exposed of being supplanted by 
Board schools. In the third place, my 
right honourable Friend advocated, as he 
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always has done, the giving of power to 
local authorities to afford some assistance 
to Voluntary schools from the rates. As 
I have said, two of these principles have 
been adopted by the Government, and | 
believe are generally acceptable to all 
the supporters of Voluntary schools. The 
third of them—that of assistance to 
Voluntary schools from the rates—has 
been very fully discussed, and, although 
it was not adopted by the Government, 
and although the Government are still 
of opinion that it would be inexpedient, 
and would not be a real or permanent 
good to the Voluntary schools themselves, 
still, it is a principle that was most 
strongly urged by the warmest sup- 
porters of Voluntary schools in many 
parts of the country, and the advocacy 
of such a Measure cannot, in my opinion, 
be deemed hostile to the present Volun- 
tary schools. But in enforcing these 
points my right honourable Friend has 
dwelt upon deficiencies which he sees in 
our existing system, and especially those 
affecting Voluntary schools, in a manner 
which appears to have alarmed, and to 
some extent irritated, their supporters. 
It may be that some of the statements 
of my richt honourable Friend may be 
open to question; it may be that dif- 
ferent inferences may be drawn from 
certain facts from those he has drawn. 
For instance, the irregularity of attend- 
ance to which he adverted does not 
appear prejudicially to affect Voluntary 
schools in comparison with Board schaols, 
On the contrary, the statistics prove that 
the attendance at Voluntary schools is 
somewhat better than in Board schools, 
and I think that, although my right 
honourable Friend is able to _ pro- 
duce a large number of instances in 
which the attendance is miserably bad, 
and in which the authorities evidently 
fall short of their duty; yet, on the 
whole, I think my right honourable 
Friend has perhaps taken an unduly 
despondent view of the state of atten- 
dance in the elementary schools. It is 
now 814 per cent. of the number on the 
books. The Department, I am informed, 
consider that a reduction of 12} per cent. 
for unavoidable causes is not an unreason- 
able reduction; therefore, though strik- 
ing instances to the contrary may be 
found in certain cases, taking the 
average attendance throughout the coun- 
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try, it is only 6 per cent. below that 
which the Department consider to be a 
satisfactory attendance. As to the 
inferiority of Voluntary schools in large 
towns, my right honourable Friend was, 
I think, careful to point out that that 
inferiority was due to no fault of the 
managers themselves, but solely to the 
inadequacy of their resources. He 
pointed out, and I think rightly pointed 
out, that the Act of last year only 
partially redressed that inequality of 
resources, and that if the subscriptions 
should fall off that partial relief would 
disappear. He referred to what he 
termed an ominous drop in the subscrip- 
tions. I wish that my right honourable 
Friend had pointed out that that ominous 
drop had taken place before the Act 
came into full operation, and that it was 
a drop from the previous year, in which 
the very highest amount of voluntary 
contributions which had ever been raised 
was obtained by the abnormal elaims 
made on the supporters of Voluntary 
schools. But the danger which he 
pointed out is a real one. No doubt, if 
the effect of the Act of last year should 
be that the supporters of Voluntary 
schools should in any degree relax their 
cfforts, it will be impossible, considering 
the competition to which they are 
exposed from rate-aided schools in large 
towns, for them to hope to continue with 
efficiency without further assistance. We 
have as yet not had time to form an 
opinion as to the working of the system 
of association brought into existence by 
the Act of last year; but, so far as we 
“an see, we have reason to believe the 
system is working well, and the Depart- 
ment have every reason to hope that the 
object of that Act will be attained, and 
that the assistance given will be applied, 
as it was intended it should be applied, 
to promoting the efficiency of the schools, 
while voluntary subscriptions will not 
continue to decline, but may rather be 
expected to increase. There is only one 
other point in the speech referred to 
which appears to have given some pain 
to those who are interested in education. 
The Vice-President appears to have 
aroused a considerable amount of indigna- 
tion by a quotation he made from a 
report of one of the inspectors, in which 
that inspector said that the farmer and 
the squire were no friends to education. 
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My Lords, I do not deny that I regret 
that an assertion so wide, so vague, and 
of so sweeping a character should have 
been made by any official in the service 
of the Department, and I regret also that 
the assertion should be repeated in an 
official statement by a representative of 
the Education Department. If a state- 
ment such as that is true in any degree 
—no doubt there may be certain dis- 
tricts in which it may be true—it is a 
statement which is absolutely incapable 
of proof. That it is not universally true 
we know from our own experience, for 
it is within our knowledge that what- 
ever may be the opinion of the country 
eentleman of England as to the value of 
education to the agricultural labourer, 
there is probably no class, as a class, 
that has done more for the cause of 
elementary education than country 
ceentlemen, or have done it at a greater 
pecuniary sacrifice. In justice to Mr. 
Rankine, the inspector whose report has 
heen quoted from, and to the Vice- 
President, it is only right to say that 
indifference to education or hostility to 
education was not imputed by them 
solely to squires and farmers. Mr. Ran- 
kine went on to say that the labourers 
ure, as a rule, absolutely indifferent to 
the advantages of education for their 
children, and as labourers are the parties 
chiefly and primarily concerned, cer- 
tainly, until a different state of things 
exists and a different state of public 
opinion obtains in rural districts, I think 
it is impossble to expect that any great 
improvement will be obtained. There is 
a passage in the report by Mr. Rankine 
which follows that which has been quoted, 
and which, I think, might be usefully 
added. Mr. Rankine said almost imme- 
diately after the words quoted— 

“ The weakness of our system of education 
is that it does not work itself thoroughly 
into the national life. It is still too much an 
institution imposed by legislative enactment. 
The love of education for its own sake is 
wanting.” 

These observations go very nearly to the 
root of the question. That weakness is 
not a weakness that can be remedied by 
premature attempts at legislation, or to 
impose burdens either on parents or rate- 
payers which they consider, perhaps mis- 
takenly consider, are already almost too 
heavy to be borne. My Lords, I think I 
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have dealt with the principal points in 
the speech which has called forth so much 
attention, and has alarmed and irritated 
managers of Voluntary schools. I think 
I have been able to show that, whatever 
the opinion your Lordships may hold as 
to the views expressed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent as to the want of etnciency in our 
system of education, especially in Volun- 
tary schools, the criticisms which he has 
made were not made in any spirit of 
hostility to that branch of schools. It 
has not been alleged, and I do not think 
a single instance can be alleged, in which 
the administration of the Department by 
my right honourable Friend has in any 
degree been biassed against Voluntary 
schools, or by any opinion he may hold 
as to the efficiency of that system. My 
Lords, with this explanation, I will con- 
clude by assuring the most reverend pre- 
late that, as to religious instruction, the 
Department have not the slightest in- 
tention of calling upon their inspectors 
to officially express any opinion, and that 
the observations from the Vice-President 
were entirely and solely the expression 
of his own personal opinion. 


Tur Marevess or LONDONDERRY: 
My Lords, I do not trespass upon 
your Lordships’ time in the position 
which, up to a short time ago, I had 
the privilege of holding, as Chairman of 
the London School Board, but I address 
your Lordships as an ardent supporter 
of our system of Voluntary schools ; and 
as such [I beg to tender my most sincere 
thanks to the right reverend prelate for 
the initiation of this Debate, and _ to 
assure him that I think he will receive 
the hearty thanks of all those who have 
the good of Voluntary schools at heart, 
for having extracted the opinion which 
has just been expressed by the noble 
Duke. There is one person, above all 
others, whom I should like to congratu- 
late. I should like to congratulate the 
Vice-President of the Council on the fact 
of his good fortune in being subordinate 
to a chief who has shown such loyal and 
chivalrous feeling in defence of his sub- 
ordinate. I am afraid the speech the 
noble Duke has made will not carry the 
same conviction to the lovers of Volun- 
tary schools as it will carry to the mind 
of his subordinate. I know, myself, from 
what I have heard, and from expressions 
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of opinion in another place, that no 
speech of recent date has caused such 
heart-burning, and has carried such dis- 
may to the minds of some of the most 
devoted supporters of the Prime Minis- 
ter at the last election, as the speech 
of the Vice-President which has been re. 
ferred to, and which the noble Duke has 
so gallantly defended. I confess I should 
have liked to have seen the noble Duke 
take a totally different line. I should 
have liked to have heard him explain 
how it was that his subordinate was per- 
mitted to give expression to what he 
called his personal opinion. If I were a 
Member of the House of Commons, or if 
I were one in the country who real the 
statements made by the Minister whe 
represents the Education Department in 
the House of Commons, I should imagine 
that that man who represented his chief 
in the House of Commons was giving 
vent to the opinion of his chief, because 
he was merely the mouthpiece of his 
chief ; and I assure your Lordships that 
in the country it is firmly believed that 
the opinion which emanated from the 
Vice-President, and which we now hear 
was of a personal character, was the view 
held by the President of the Council, and 
by the other Members of the Cabinet. 
I cannot for a moment believe that such 
is the case. That part of the country 
with which I am associated returned, 
at the last election, a vast number of 
Members to Parliament to _— sup- 
port the Prime Minister and _ his 
policy, and a great number of them owe 
their return to the fact that the present 
Government, when in opposition, pledged 
themselves to do what they could to 
benefit the Voluntary schools, to make 
them as efficient as possible, and, so far 
as they could, to put them on an equal 
footing with Board schools. That was a 
very important factor in the last General 
Election, and I think it would be hard to 
ask supporters of the Government to face 
their constituents who have elected them 
on the pledges given, and to explain this 
speech of the Vice-President of the Coun- 
cil in the House of Commons. My Lords, 
the Government, we can say, have cer- 
tainly redeemed their pledges, and have 
endeavoured to benefit the Voluntary 
schools so far as laid in their power. I 
confess myself, as one who has practical 
experience of the Voluntary 
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system, that I should have been glad to 
have seen the Government benefit them 
to a greater extent, but that they have 
benefited them is shown by the Report 
which emanated from the Board of Edu- 
cation, and that the results have been 
satisfactory are also shown by that Report. 
Iwas only this afternoon looking through 
the speech delivered in the House of 
Commons by Mr. Cripps on this subject. 
He referred to the fact that the Vice- 
President of the Council did not call 
attention to the Report of his own De- 
partment, showing that the Act of last 
year had more than carried out all that 
was expected of it. That document ex- 
pressed satisfaction with the result ob- 
tained by the Association of Voluntary 
Schools, with the zeal and discretion 
shown by the governing bodies, and with 
the reasonable spirit in which the school 
managers had co-operated. The succeas 
which had attended the administration of 
the Act ‘had (it said) been shown by the 
absence of friction. I am glad to notice 
that the noble Duke apologised for that 
part of the Vice-President’s speech, in 
which, quoting with considerable glee, if 
I may say so, from the report of Mr. 
Rankine, he said that the squire and 
the parson were no friends of elementary 
education. That was a gratuitous in- 
sult to the squire and to the parson. 
I have practical experience of this matter. 
I conduct my own schools myself with the 
aid of the clergyman. The proof of the 
pudding is in the eating, and the effi- 
ciency gained is as high as it can be, and 
that is entirely due to the fact that the 
squire, the parson, and myself do all in 
our power to maintain the efficiency and 
the proper conduct of our schools. I 
think a more gratuitous insult could not 
possibly have been levelled at the squire 
and the parson by one who was speaking 
as the representative of the Education 
Department. I thank the noble Duke 
for having apologised for that part cf 
the Vice-President’s speech ; otherwise I 
do not think the Prime Minister would 
find the squire and the parson supporting 
him at the next General Election with 
the ardour with which they supported 
him at the last election. I am at a loss 
to understand what it is the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Council requires. Does he 
wish to repudiate the whole system of 
Voluntary schools? He certainly has 
thrown cold water on that system and on 
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the efforts of the Government to benefit 
and maintain the position of Voluntary 
schools. Therefore, I should like to know 
what it is he does want. If he wants to 
abolish the system, the ratepayers of the 
country will not thank him for the extra 
taxation which would be involved, and an 
act of greater injustice could not be per- 
petrated. The noble Marquess below me 
made a great speech at Preston on edu- 
cation, and anything more contradicting 
that speech than the speech of the Vice- 
President of the Council could not be 
imagined. How are we to connect that 
speech of the noble Marquess with the 
speech recently delivered by the Vice- 
President, and which is now entirely 
repudiated by the Lord President of the 
Council? It is somewhat difficult to 
understand how far Under Secretaries are 
allowed to introduce their own personal 
views into Parliament. We have been 
told that the Vice-President spoke simply 
on personal grounds, but how are we to 
know when he is representing his chief 
and when he is representing himself? 
For instance, the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs might make a speech of 
an unauthorised character which might 
embroil us in war, before the noble Mar- 
quess at the head of the Government had 
an opportunity of contradicting that 
speech in Parliament. I think it is quite 
time that those who are subordinate in 
office should understand their position. 
They should recognise that they are 
Under Secretaries, no matter what they 
call themselves, and that they are only 
the mouth-pieces of their chief. I sym- 
pathise with the noble Duke the Lord 
President of the Council in the difficult 
and chivalrous task he has performed 
to-day, but I cannot help my mind going 
back to 1891, when the Lord Privy Seal, 
then Secretary of State for India, had 
the somewhat difficult task to perform of 
repudiating his Under Secretary in the 
House of Commons. The Under Secre- 
tary had made a speech which was known 
as the “ Poppy-head” speech, in the case 


of Manipur. That Under Secretary 
is the same gentleman who 
has been so gallantly defended 


to-night by the noble Duke. My Lords, 
the views I have put forward with regard 
to the question of Voluntary schools will, 
I think, commend themselves to the 
minds of all those who hold, as I do, a 
feeling of admiration for, and devotion 
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to, our Voluntary school system; the 
views I have put forward with regard to 
the position of Under Secretaries will, I 
am sure, commend themselves to the 
community at large. 


*Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I 
venture to think that the noble Marquess 
who has just sat down has been some- 
what unjust to the Vice-President of the 
Council. No one could think, however, 
that the remark made in the other House 
of Parliament in regard to the attitude 
of the squire and the farmer, in regard 
to education, was just or generous. Your 
Lordships know, as the noble Duke has 
rightly said, there is no class who have 
done so much for elementary education 
in England, speaking roughly, as the 
country gentlemen. They support their 
village schools, ordinarily, almost en- 
tirely out of their own pockets. But, my 
Lords, there are truths which have to be 
said, although they may be extremely 
unpalatable, and I venture to think that 
if Sir John Gorst meant to say that in 
the long run our’ denominational 
schools will not be able to hold their 
own against schools entirely supported 
out of the rates, he said what was per- 
fectly true. Anyone who is acquainted 
with the state of education in the north 
of England knows perfectly well, how- 
ever disagreeable the truth may be, that 
in the long run denominational schools 
will not be able to hold their own unless 
they get what is only just and fair—a 
fair proportion out of the rates—and I 
hail with great satisfaction the words 
which fell from the noble Duke the Lord 
President of the Council when he alluded 
to the question of rate aid for denomi- 
nationa! schools. 





Tue Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, the discussion has certainly 
wandered a very long way from the par- 
ticular point which the most reverend 
prelate brought before us. I must say 
I so far sympathise with the Vice-Presi- 
dent that I think he did good service to 
the cause of education in pointing out 
the defects in the schools which form 
part of the system. I do not believe 
that the supporters of Voluntary schools, 
or of any other schools, will gain any- 
thing by concealment of the defects and 
deficiencies in that system. What we, 
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who are not such ardent supporters of 
Voluntary schools, and what I personally 
believe is that, from various causes, and 
without imputing blame to managers or 
teachers, many Voluntary schools, parti- 
cularly the smaller ones, have fallen 
below the standard which ought to be 
the standard of education in this country. 
That, I apprehend, is also the view of the 
Government, because it was no doubt on 
that ground that they gave an extra sub- 
sidy to those schools. The noble Duke 
rather seemed to say that we were not to 
go beyond the wishes and the feelings of 
the people of the locality in regard to 
education. I hope that will not be the 
principle on which the Education Depart- 
ment will proceed. I trust that the 
pressure which has been exercised by 
those who have the interests of education 
at heart upon those classes in the country 
some of whom, at least, are not as much 
interested in education as we could wish, 
will be continued steadily by the Educa- 
tion Department. They should not do 
anything that is unfair; but at the same 
time I am certain that pressure is neces- 
sary to bring the schools up to a proper 
standard. I must say for myself that I 
agree with a good deal of what has been 
said by the noble Marquess opposite [the 
Marquess of Londonderry]. I do not 
think it is at all desirable that Members 
of the Government should express 
opinions, which may be described as 
personal opinions, upon matters which 
really concern the Government as a 
whole. The noble Marquess, I think, 
spoke rather disparagingly of the office of 
Vice-President. It is certainly one of an 
important character, and one not infre- 
quently held by Members of the Cabinet. 
I think myself it is always a practice in- 
jurious to the public service, in the long 
run injurious to party interests, that any 
Members of the Government, and espe- 
cially the higher Members of the Govern- 
ment, should express opinions of their 
own on matters of high policy concerning 
Departments with which they are not 
connected; and, therefore, I hail with 
joy the excellent principle laid down by 
the noble Marquess opposite. 


The subject dropped. 


House adjourned at 6.25. 
Earl of Kimberley. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 12th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, ETC. 

Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., have leave to sit this day 
during the Sitting of the House.—/Sir 
James Fergusson.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendment 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL, 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, to be considered upon 
Friday. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered, to be read the 
third time. 
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KEIGHLEY CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 

and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 


be now read the third time.—/(Dr. 
Farquharson.) 





Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 


STIRLING GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered.; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. [H.L.] 
(By order), as amended, considered ; 
an Amendment made; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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PETITIONS. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against, from London (3), Hove (2), 
Brighton (2), Hastings, and Norwood ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation, from Bristol 
(3), Bath, Talgarth, and Widcombe; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GEOLOGICAL MUSEUM. 
From South London, against removal 
from Jermyn Street; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL, 
Against, from Dundee and _ Royal, 
Parliamentary, and Police Burgks of 
Scotland ; to lie upon the Table. 


rom Dundee, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour, from St. Austell and Rother- 
ham (2); to lie upon the Table. 


PORT ROYAL (DOCKYARD AND 
HOSPITAL). 
Return [presented 11th July] to be 
printed. [No. 293.] 
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Returns, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented of proposed Amend- 
ment of the Scheme relative to the effi- 
ciency of the Volunteers in force under 
Her Majesty’s Orders in Council dated 
31st July, 1880, 14th April, 1884, ete. [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1879 (RULES). 
Copy presented of Rules under secticn 
11 of the Act [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 







EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Copy presented of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ended on 
the 31st March, 1898, etc. [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 294.] 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee— 


1. “That, in the case of the Heywood Cor- 
poration, Water Bill [H.L.], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne Corporation Bill [H.L.], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
_— be permitted to proceed with their 

ill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


NEWCASTLE - UPON - TYNE 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 
Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


CORPORA- 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time—¢ Dr. Farquharson.) 
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VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 





Reports, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 295.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 


[No. 295.] 


Bill, as amended by the Standing 
Committee, to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 300.] 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES (SUSPEN- 
SION) BILL. 

Second Reading deferred from 

morrow till Monday next. 


To- 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT BILL, 


Second Reading deferred from To- 


morrow till Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
To-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP H). 

Sir Aveustus Gopson reported from 
the Committee on Group H of Private 
Bills, That the parties opposing the Elec- 
tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) 
Bill [Marylebone Order] had stated that 
the evidence of Alphonso Elkin Cumber- 
batch, Surgeon, of 80, Portland Place, 
W.; Robert Hammond, Consulting En- 


gineer, of 64, Victoria Street, West- 
minster; and Walter Gordon, Hotel 


Manager, of the Langham Hotel, W., was 
essential to their case; and it having 
been proved that their attendance could 
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not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Alphonso Elkin Cum- 
berbatch, Robert Hammond, and Walter 
Gordon do attend the said Committee 
To-morrow, at Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Alphonso Elkin Cum- 
berbatch, Robert Hammond, and Walter 
Gordon do attend the Committee on 
Group H of Private Bills To-morrow, at 
Eleven of the clock. 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL, [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL 

with an Amendment. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL, 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND WARE- 


HOUSES BILL, 
CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL, 
with Amendments. 


Consequential Amendment to Amend- 
ments to— 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Amendments te— 
BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
without Amendment. 


GENERAL POWER DISTRIBUTING COM- 
PANY BILL. [H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the General Power Distribut- 
ing Company.” 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


And also a Bill intituled “An Act 
to empower the Metropolitan Electric 
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Supply Company (Limited) to use lands 
at Acton Lane for the purpose of their 
Undertaking, and to lay certain cables 
or wires in streets and along the Grand 
Junction Canal ; and for other purposes.” 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


—_—— 


GENERAL POWER DISTRIBUTING COM- 
PANY BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the first time, and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time, and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


QUESTIONS. 


MAILS FOR THE SOUDAN. 


Mr. AIRD (Paddington, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
the Post Office can arrange for an 
additional postal service to and from 
Egypt during the military operations in 
the Soudan? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston): Under present arrangements 
there are at least three regular despatches 
in the week to Egypt; in most weeks 
there are four or even five. There are four 
arrivals in the week from that country, 
and in some weeks five. The Postmaster 
General has received no representations 
indicating a need for more frequent com- 
munication. He is, moreover, not aware 
of any additional opportunities which he 
could advantageously use for exchanging 
mails with Egypt; and to establish a 
special mail service under contract would 
doubtless entail greater expense than the 
circumstances of the case would warrant. 











655 Breach of 
CROMWELL’S BUST. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancs, Chorley) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he has chosen a site for 
Bernini’s bust of Oliver Cromwell, pre- 
sented through the first Lord of the 
Treasury to the House of Commons by 
Mr. Charles Wertheimer ? 


THE 
WORKS (Mr. Axers-Dove.as, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): It is proposed to place the 
bust of Cromwell, generously presented 
by Mr. Wertheimer, on the eastern side 
of the lower waiting hall, near the foot 
of the grand staircase leading to the 
Committee Rooms. 


FEATHERSTONE RIOTS. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 


Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether, after the Featherstone riots, 
various recommendations were made in a 
Report issued to Parliament as to the 
use of troops in aid of the civil power ; 
whether the recommendations of that 
report were under the consideration bota 
of the Home Office and of the War Office, 
in the time of the late Government, for a 
prolonged period; whether fresh con- 
sideration has recently been given to 
the matter; and whether it is intended 
to lay before Parliament any circulars 
with regard to it which may have been 
recently issued? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): Two 
Reports were presented to Parliament— 
the Report of the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the featherstone dis- 
turbances and the Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to consider the question 
of the precautions and steps to be taken 
in case of riots or apprehended riots. 
The latter Committee included repre- 
sentatives of the Home Office and War 
Office, and their Report was immediately 
communicated to both military and civil 
authorities. No necessity has since arisen 
for reconsidering the general principles 
which that Report laid down and which 
appear to work well, and no circulars 
on the subject have been recently issued. 


FIRST COMMISSIONER or} 
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Hiring Agreement. 656. 
Stir CHARLES DILKE: Then the 


statement in the papers that the subject 
has been reconsidered and a fresh cir- 
cular issued is a mistake? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE for 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes. 


CLERKENWELL AND THE METRO- 
POLITAN RAILWAY. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
powers given to the Metropolitan Rail- 
way Company in 1885 to construct a 
station in Clerkenwell have lapsed ; and, 
if not, whether the sanction of the Board 
of Trade is required to the carrying out 
of such a work, and in that case whether 
the Metropolitan Railway Company has 
applied for such sanction at any time 
since their Bill was passed; whether he 
is aware that the vestry of Clerkenwell 
a year ago asked the Metropolitan Rail- 
way Company to provide a station in 
that parish near Rosebery Avenue and 
the Parcel Post Depot; and whether he 
has powers by which he can induce the 
directors to carry out the request of the 
vestry / 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuie, Croydon): 
Yes, Sir, the powers have lapsed. I am 
aware that the vestry of Clerkenwell have 
asked the Metropolitan Railway Com- 
pany to build a station at the site named, 
and the company inform me that the 
application is under the consideration of 
the directors, who have not come to a 
decision, as they are waiting for 4 
report from their engineer. The Board 
of Trade have no powers of compulsion 
with regard to such a matter. 


BREACH OF HIRING AGREEMENT. 

Sir W. FOSTER (Derbyshire, Ilke- 
ston): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that in the case of a breach of 
hiring agreement, in which a labourer 
named James Fletcher had signed am 
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agreement with a farmer named Brock 
to work for a year, for the sum of 10s. 
a week, without reading it or understand- 
ing its contents, the county magistrates 
sitting at Caversham ordered the labourer 
to pay 15s. damages to the farmer for 
breach of this agreement, in addition to 
costs, and also made an order on the 
labourer to return to work; that on 18th 
June the labourer was again summoned 
before the magistrates for not having 
returned to work; and the magistrates 
on this occasion were advised by their 
clerk that they had power to imprison 
the labourer for contempt of court, for 
not obeying the order to return to work, 
and informed the farmer that he might 
take out a summons to obtain further 
damages from Fletcher; whether magis- 
trates, in such cases as this, have power 
to make an order on labourers to return 
to work, and to imprison labourers who 
do not obey such order; and whether 
farmers, who have once obtained damages 
from a labourer for breach of contraci, 
can continue to take legal proceedings 
against him to recover still further 
damages, should he not return to work ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have made 
inquiry about this case, and find that the 
facts are not quite correctly stated in the 
Question. An order was made on the 
labourer to pay 15s. as damages for 
breach of contract, and costs, and the 
order has now been complied with. The 
justices were satisfied from the evidence 
that the defendant’s plea that he signed 
the contract without reading or under- 
standing the contents was untrue. The 
plaintiff subsequently applied that the 
defendant might be committed for not 
having returned to work, but was 
informed by the justices that they had 
no power to make the order. The 
plaintiff thereupon asked whether he 
could claim further damages, and was 
told that the justices were of opinion that 
no further claim should be made, but that 
if he took out a summons they would 
fully consider the matter. No such 
stmmons has, in fact, been taken out. 
I am afraid I must decline to express 
an opinion on the points of law raised 
in the last two paragraphs of the Ques- 
tion. 
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Mr. HERMON-HODGE (Oxon, Hen- 
ley): Is it not a fact that an 
order was made by the magis- 
trates that this man should return 
to work; that on the second occasion of 
his appearance in the court the plaintiff 
asked the Bench to force the man to do 
so; did they not decline, not because 
they did not think they had the power, 
but because the only way of enforcing 
the order was by sending the man to 
prison ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is really arguing the 
case for the defendant. 


_ Toe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am informed 
the facts are quite the reverse. No such 
order was made, as I have already stated. 


NAVAL ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 
WOOLWICH. 

Captary NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, whether he can state if it is the 
practice in the Naval Ordnance Depart- 
ment, Woolwich Arsenal, when a labourer 
desires one hour’s leave to compel him to 
Icse jive hours, if the leave required be 
before 1 p.m., and three hours and forty 
minutes if after 1 p.m.; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of altering 
this practice? 


Tne CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Austen CuHamBer.aty, Wor- 
cestershire, E.): In the Naval Ordnance 
department there are two classes of 
labourers, namely: (1) those who were 
transferred from the War Department in 
1891; (2) those who entered since then. 
The facts stated in the Question refer to 
the former class, who are under the War 
Office regulations. They are entitled to 
seven days’ annual leave, without deduc- 
tion of pay, but such leave is not allowed 
to be taken in less quantities than half 
a day. This is the practice in the Army 
Ordnance Department, from which these 
men were transferred. 


Captain NORTON: Will the honour- 
able Gentleman consider the advisability 
of altering the practice? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I do 
not think it would be desirable to alter 
the practice in regard to these men, who 
enjoy a good many privileges which the 
others have not. 


Promotion among 


ALLEGED IMPROPER ARRESTS OF 
BOYS AT WATERVILLE. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): On behalf 
of the honourable Member for South 
Kerry, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that Sergeant M‘Grath, of 
Waterville, county Kerry, arrested with- 
out a warrant, on the 20th of May last, 
two boys named John and Michael 
Healy, aged respectively 12 and 15 years, 
who were shortly afterwards released, 
there being no evidence against them; 
at whose charge, and by what authority, 
were these boys arrested; is he also 
aware that an action was brought against 
M‘Grath for the false charge and arrest, 
which was tried before Judge Shaw and 
a jury at Cahirciveen Quarter Sessions, 
and that during the trial Judge Shaw 
informed the jury that they would have 
to sign the issue paper as he directed ; 
that he would take the responsibility ; 
and that the jury had nothing to do with 
it; and whether any steps will be taken 
to compensate the mother of these inno- 
cent boys, who is a very poor widow? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY to rn 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp W. Batrovr, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): I have received a report from the 
police in reference to the statements con- 
tained in this Question, but, as I observe 
that an appeal against the decision of 
the jury at quarter sessions will be heard 
at the Tralee Assizes, which opened yes- 
terday, I must ask the honourable Mem- 
ber to defer the question until the appeal 
shall have been heard. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ELECTORS. 
Sm J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what steps 
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have been taken to make up the Local 
Government Supplement provided for 
under section 1, sub-section 2, Registra- 
tion (Ireland) Act, and to notify duly 
qualified peers and women that they are 
entitled to be so registered as Local 
Government electors! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Article 7 of 
the Order in Council, dated 23rd May, 
1898, and made under the Registration 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, provided that clerks 
of unions were to serve additional requi- 
sitions for the purpose mentioned in the 
Question. I presume this requirement 
has been complied with. 


ROYAL GUN FACTORIES. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.): 1 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office who is now the responsible 
acting head of the Royal Gun Factories? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe 
Wiuurams, Birmingham, 8.): The Royal 
Gun Factory is in temporary charge of 
Commander Chevallier, who is responsible 
to the Director-General of Ordnance Fac- 
tories. 


PROMOTION AMONG DUBLIN 
POSTMEN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, what steps were taken to ascer- 
tain the fitness of the postmen promoted 
in Dublin, of which question was made 
on the 30th ultimo, and whether one of 
the allowance holders promoted objected 
to take up the position on the ground of 
his unfitness, and has since returned to 
his former duty; whether it is intended 
that all postmen senior to the most 
junior of those promoted are to be de 
barred from all promotion, and will he 
state how many officers have been passed 
over by each of the men promoted to 
head postman, assistant head postmen, 
and assistant inspector of telegraph mes- 
sengers respectively ; whether in the case 
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of a second class assistant inspector of 
postmen, who has been promoted over the 
head of the first class assistant inspector 
to the position of inspector of postmen, 
the question of the fitness of the first 
class assistant inspector for this position 
could not arise, as he has always per- 
formed the relief duty of the head inspec- 
tor, and was performing it up to the date 
of the appointment of his junior, who had 
never previously had experience of this 
duty; and on what grounds was this 
officer promoted over others who were 
higher classed? 


Mr, HANBURY: These appointments 
are made not by seniority but by merit, 
and in every case the man considered to 
be most qualified was appointed. 


ROCKCORRY DISPENSARY MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the case of Dr. R. B. 
Moore, of Rockcorry, county Monaghan, 
who at the age of 75 years, and after 
serving 44 years as dispensary medical 
officer, when obliged to retire through ill- 
health, was refused any superannuation ; 


provisions to enable county councils to 
borrow from the Board of Works sums up 
to £1,000 or over for the purpose of 
draining lands! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro- 
posal in this Question would require very 
careful consideration. As at present 
advised, I should not be prepared to 
assent to it. 


BANTRY BAY. 


Mr, GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether it is true that no ship of 
war has replaced the Collingwood in 
Bantry Bay ; and whether it is intended 
that the Devastation or some other such 


vessel will be sent to remain permanently 
there? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
answer to the first paragraph of the Ques- 
tion is in the affirmative. After the 
cruise of the Reserve Fleet, the Colling- 
wood will return to Bantry as usual. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : I hope it will remain 
permanently there. 


and whether, in view of such a case as NEWBLISS POST OFFICE. 
this, and the possibility of other similar) Mr, MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 


cases, he will consider the advisability of 
accepting some of the Amendments On} sury, as 
the Paper to the Local Government (Ire- 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


representing the Postmaster 
General, is it in contemplation to make 


land) Bill making it compulsory on the] any change in the staff of the Newbliss 


new local bodies to grant superannuation ? 


Post Office, county Monaghan; and, if 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- so, will due notice of such change be 


formed that the proposal to grant a 
retiring allowance to Dr, Moore has been{| Mr. HANBURY: The 
twice before the guardians, but that it 


given before carrying it into effect? 


Postmaster 
General is not aware that any change in 


fell through on both occasions. I could| the staff employed at Newbliss is in con- 
not undertake in the Local Government |templation, but he will make inquiry, 


Bill to deal with the general question of 


superannuation of officers. 


LOANS FOR DRAINAGE WORKS IN 
IRELAND. 


CASTLESHANE POST OFFICE. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 


ing the Postmaster General, why there 


Mr, PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to ask | is so much delay in filling the vacancy 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| existing for some considerable time in 


tenant of Ireland whether ‘he would inser 
in the Local Government (Ireland) Bil 


t|the Castleshane Post Office, county 
1} Monaghan; and can he state when an 
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appointment will be made to the vacant 
position? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Report from 
the District Surveyor upon the candi- 
dates for the Castleshane Post Office has 
reached the Postmaster General to-day, 


out delay. 


SPRAYING MACHINE INSTRUCTIONS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


is aware that the instructions issued to | 


the Mullingar Board of Guardians for the 
use of the spraying machines bought 
through the Local Government Board 
are printed in French; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of supply- 
ing printed copies of a translation of 
those instructions for the convenience of 
the poorer classes for whom they are in- 
tended? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Local | 


Government Board are not responsible 
for the issue of the instructions in 
French. It appears that some circulars 
in French were sent out by the makers 
cf the spraying machines, who reside in 
France. Instructions in English have 
already been issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


DISORDER IN BELFAST. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that for some weeks Donegal Road 
and the surrounding streets in the city 
of Belfast have been frequently paraded 
by disorderly crowds, who inflict injury 
on property, and stone the police when 
interfered with; that, on the 29th of 
June, Constable Perrott, in the course of 
evidence given in court, stated that at 
present it was almost impossible for a 
policeman to do duty in that locality; 
and whether the Executive propose to 
take any steps to insist on the main- 
tenance of order in this district of Bel- 
fast? 


Mr. Macaleese. 
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Revision (Ireland). 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
called for a Police Report on the state- 


‘ments contained in this Question, which 


was only placed on the Paper this morn- 


|ing for the first time, and must ask the 


honourable Member to repeat it on 


4aY, | Thursday. 
and an appointment will be made with- | 


SPRAYERS FOR BALLINA 
KILLALA. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


AND 


'land whether he is aware that much mis- 


understanding and confusion has arisen 
in some western unions in reference to 
the circulars issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board with regard to the supply- 
ing of sprayers; and that, as a result, 
in some districts of the Ballina and Kil- 
lala unions, the people are now en- 
deavouring to spray their potatoes with 
and other inefficient imple- 


done to remedy this condition of things? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In a few 
of the western unions, including Killala 
and Ballina, the guardians appear to 
have at first misunderstood the Local 
Government Board’s circular relative to 
spraying machines. The Board, how- 
|ever, pointed out the misapprehension 
/as soon as they were made aware of it. 
|The Killala guardians purchased and 
received 101 machines, and the Ballina 
‘guardians 80 machines. No complaint 
| has been received from either union that 
ithe people were spraying with “brushes 
| and other inefficient implements,” but, 
}on the contrary, the clerk of the Killala 
|union now states that they want no 
| machines, and they ask the Board to 
| make arrangements to dispose of the 101 
| already supplied, as nearly all the per- 
| sons that ordered the machines have 

supplied otherwise. He also 
observes that the guardians would not 


| been 
let the machines out on hire. 


PROCEDURE ON REVISION (IRELAND). 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I bee to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the Local Government 
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665 Niu-Chwang 
Board for Ireland to issue special in-] 
structions to local officers (town clerks, 
etc.), as was done on the passing of the 
Ballot Act, 1872, so that the provisions 
of the Registration Act, 1898, and those 
of the Local Government Bill now before 
Parliament, may be properly and legally 
enforced by the local officials? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Order 
in Council already issued, the Circular 
to clerks of the peace, and clerks of 
unions which is to be issued to-day on 
the subject, and the Order in Council to 
be issued respecting procedure on revi- 
sion, will, it is considered, give local offi- 
cials sufficient information as to the 
registration of local government clectors. 


TREATIES WITH CHINA. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
Her Majesty’s Government have re. 
ceived from the Chinese Government any 
intimation of a demand for a revision of 
the treaties between China and Great 
Britain; if so, when was the demand 
made ; does the demand for revision e€x- 
tend to Articles XXIV., LIL, and LIV. 
of the Treaty of Tientsin of 26th June, 
1858, which articles respectively stipu- 
late that British subjects shall in no 
case be called upon to pay other or 
higher duties than are required of the 
subjects of any other foreign nation ; 
that British ships of war shall be at 
liberty to visit all ports within the domi- 
nions of the Emperor of China; and that 
the British Government and its subjects 
shall have free and equal participation 
in all privileges, immunities, and advan- 
tages that may have been, or may here- 
after be granted by the Emperor of 
China to the Government or subjects of 
any other nation ; if not, to what articles 
of what treaties does the demand extend, 
and what would be the effect of the revi- 
sion demanded; and does Her Majesty’s 
Government propose to accede to this 
demand? 


Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Cvrzoy, 
Lancashire, 


Southport): The demand 
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of the Chinese Government is for a re 
vision of the Customs tariff in accordance 
with Article AXVII. of the Treaty of 
Tientsin. i*ormal notice was given to Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Pekin in April last. 
Any revised duties which may be 
agreed upon will, of course, be subject to 
our rights under the most-favoured- 
nation articles of the treaty. 


Railway Extension. 


REBELLION IN KWANG-TUNG. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have received any information 
regarding the rebellion stated to have 
broken out in the Chinese provinces of 
Kwane-oi and Kwang-tune; whether 
he is able to state the causes which have 
led to that rebellion, the objects thereof 
as professed by. the rebel leaders, and the 
approximate number of the rebels now 
in arms; whether the rebels have cap- 
tured Moning and Tienpak, and are now 
surrounding Wu-chuen-hsien in Kwan:- 
tung; whether there is any reason tor 
apprehension as to Wu-chau; and 
whether any, and, if so, what, steps have 
been or will be taken by Her Majesty’s 
Government in consequence of this out- 
break ? 


Mr. CURZON: We have heard from 
Her Majesty’s Minister at Pekin that 
an insurrection has broken out in three 
districts near Wu-chau, in the province 
of Kwang-oi, and that some Chinese 
officials have been killed. We have no 
further details. The Chinese Govern- 
ment state that the revolt is being 
quelled. 


NIU-CHWANG RAILWAY EXTENSION. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Russia has 
withdrawn her opposition to the ratifica- 
tion of the Hong-kone and Shanghai 
Bank loan for the extension of the 
Northern Railway to Niu-chwang on the 
condition that no mortgage upon the 
permanent way is given to the Bank, and 
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that the control of the line remains in 
the hands of the Chinese; and, if so, 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
insist that similar conditions shall be 
imposed in all cases where foreign capital 
other than English is employed in the 
construction of railways in China in con- 
formity with the conditions of equality 
of treatment secured by the Treaty of 
Tientsin ’ 


Mr. CURZON: We have no confirma- 
tion of the reports alluded to in the 
question. 


SUEZ CANAL CONVENTION. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the convention between 
Great Britain, Austria, France, Germany, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Russian, Spain, 
and Turkey, which was signed at Con- 
stantinople on 29th October, 1888, and 
the ratifications whereof were deposited 
at Constantinople on 22nd December, 
1888, and whereof the first article declares 
that the Suez Canal shall always be free 
and open in time of war as in time of 
peace to every vessel of commerce or of 
war without distinction of flag is still 
in existence and in operation; and, if 
not, whether he can say when and under 
what circumstances that convention 
ceased to exist or to operate? 


Mr. CURZON : The convention in ques- 
tion is certainly in existence, but, as I in- 
formed the honourable Member in reply to 
a question some days ago, has not been 
brought into practical operation. This 
is owing to the reserves made on behalf 
of Her Majesty's Government by the 
British delegates at the Suez Canal Com- 
mission in 1885, which were renewed by 
Lord Salisbury, and communicated to the 
Powers in 1887. They will be found 
at page 292 of the Parliamentary Paper, 
Egypt, No. 19, 1885. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do these 
reserves made in 1887 override the 
Treaty of 1888? 


Mr. CURZON: I do not express any 
definite opinion as to the word “over- 
ride,” but they are no doubt responsible 
for the fact, as I have already twice state J, 
that the terms of the convention have 
not been brought into practical operation. 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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WELLINGTON BARRACKS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether some time since the 
military authorities got possession of 
the Wellington Barracks, Dublin, which 
cost the citizens £100,000; whether in 
the year 1897 £165,000 was voted to be 
expended on the Island Bridge, Welling- 
ton, and Portobello Barracks, in Dub- 
lin; and whether it is intended to 
carry out the necessary alterations and 
repairs ? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: In reply 
to the first paragraph of the question 
I must refer the honourable Member to 
Parliamentary Paper 14, Session 2, of 
1892, giving the particulars as to the 
transfer of prison buildings from Jocal 
authorities, which will give him the 
necessary information. In reply to 
paragraph 2, the sum of £165,000 was 
provided under the Barrack Loan of 1890 
to replace the accommodation for cavalry 
lost by turning Island Bridge Barracks 
into Ordnance Stores. As regards para- 
graph 3, the works at Wellington and 
Portobello are progressing rapidly. 


PROMOTION OF PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Government intend to hold an inquiry 
respecting the promotion of companies ; 
whether the Public Prosecutor has any 
duty in this matter; and whether he 
can state how many prosecutions have 
been instituted since January, 1897? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tos BOARD OF 
TRADE: The answer to the first para- 
graph of the honourable Member’s ques- 
tion is in the negative. The promo- 
tion of companies not being an offence, 
there have been no prosecutions since 
1897. If the honourable Gentleman 
means frauds connected with the promo- 
tion of companies I will endeavour to 
obtain further information. 
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CARRICKFERGUS HARBOUR JUNCTION 
RAILWAY. 

CotonEL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what body 
will have the future control of the Car- 
rickfergus Harbour Junction Railway 
Company, now the property of the grand 
jury of the county of the town of Carrick- 
fergus; and will it be handed over in 
March next to the urban or the rural 
district council, or a joint committee of 
each ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the rail: 
way is the property of the grand jury oi 
the county of the town, it would appear 
that under clause 34 of the Bill, as 
amended in Committee, it would pass to 
the county council of the county of 
Antrim. 


Pawnbroking 


DUBLIN SORTERS’ MEMORIAL. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he has yet received from certain sorting 
clerks employed in the Dublin Post Office 
a petition handed in on Ist June last, 
asking that they shall receive a salary of 
£1 per week, to which they consider they 
are entitled, instead of their present one 
of 1&s. per week; and will he kindly 
give them as early a reply as possibile? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
fZeneral has received the memorial 
referred to. It is practically a repetition 
of a former memorial, to which a reply 
has already been given. A reply to this 
further memorial will be given as early 
as possible. 


LOSS OF THE KOWSHING. 

Sir M. STEWART (Kirkcudbright): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Chinese 
Government has consented to grant com- 
pensation for the loss of British lives 
occasioned by the sinking of the 


Kowsh ing; and will the Government, 
Seeing so long a time has elapsed without 
VOL. LXI. 
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redress, insist that the case should be 
taken up without further delay by the 
Chinese Government and _ equitably 
settled? 


Mr. CURZON: A further Note was 
addressed to the Chinese Minister a short 
time ago, inquiring whether he had yet 
received any reply from his Government 
to his request for instructions on the 
subject, and expressing the hope that he 
would shortly be in a position to deal 
with the question. The Minister’s atten- 
tion will again be called to the case. 


in Ireland. 


WEST INDIAN LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Sir M. STEWART: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is now in a position to say 
when the proposed conference on the 
West African liquor traffic will take 
place, and what Governments have con- 
sented to be represented at it? 


Mr. CURZON: The conference will 
probably take place some time in the 
autumn. All the Powers signatories of 
the Brussels Act will be asked by the 
Belgian Government to attend. 


PAWNBROKING IN IRELAND. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the practice extensively pre- 
vails amongst the pawnbrokers of Ireland 
of taking pawns without obtaining the 
name and place of abode of the persons 
pledging them, and of the owners thereof, 
and also that the practice prevails of 
selling in their shops the articles pawned 
with them without serving the notices 
provided for by the Pawnbrokers Act, and 
in some cases of sending the articles out 
of the country for sale; and whether he 
will take steps to see that the provisions 
of the Act of Parliament are carried out? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that in some instances the prac- 
tice prevails, though not extensively, 
amongst pawnbrokers in Ireland, of 
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taking pawns without taking the 
addresses of persons who pledge goods, 
and of the names and _ addresses 
of the owners of such goods. I 


have no information that pawned goods 
are sold without serving the notices pro- 
vided by the Pawnbrokers Act, and, so 
far as the police are able to ascertain, 
there is no reason to believe that 
pledged goods are sent out of the country 
for sale. The attention of pawnbrokers 
in Dublin was recently directed by the 
Chief Commissioner of Police to the 
requirements of the Pawnbrokers Act, 
and I will make further inquiry whether 
similar instructions should not be issued 
to pawnbrokers in other parts of Ireland. 


SUBSTITUTE ALLOWANCES IN THE 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if the paragraph in Official Cir- 
cular No. 1251, of 15th March last, which 
provides that when the substitute is 
acting for an officer of the same class 
receiving allowance for a superior duty 
they have decided that he shall receive 
a like allowance, provided that it does not 
exceed £20 a year, applies to one post- 
man relieving another whe acts as inspec- 
tor of telegraph messengers, or to one 
postman relieving another who acts as 
head postman? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir, a postman 
acting for another postman. in receipt of 
an allowance, continuously for nine 
months, is entitled after the nine months 
have expired, and during the continuance 
of such employment, to receive the same 
allowance, provided that it does not 
exceed £20 a year. 


COST OF NATIONAL EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that it is 
stated in the 63rd Annual Report of the 
Comuinissioners of National Education 
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that the average expenditure in Irish 
national schools is £2 2s. 10$d., includ- 
ing model schools, where the expenditure 
is £4 “3s. 34d. per pupil, while the 
expenditure in English board schools is. 
£2 11s. 113d. per pupil, in Scotland 
£2 &s. 4$d. per pupil, and in Argyll 
£3 3s. 2d. per pupil ; whether the Report 
of the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion is correct ; and whether any reason 
can be given why the salary of the Irish 
assistant teacher is only £63 as compared 
with the English assistant who receives: 
£97, and the Scotch assistant £103 per 
annum / 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The figures 
quoted in the first paragraph, so far as: 
they represent the average expenditure 
per pupil in Irish National schools, are 
based upon grants from Imperial sources 
exclusively, whilst the figures quoted as 
representing the average expenditure in 
Unglish and Scotch schools take also into 
account. the aid to such schools from 
local sources. Thus, in the case of Eng- 
lish schools the aid from local sources 
averaged £1 2s. O}d. and from Govern- 
ment grants £1 9s. 114d. per pupil, as 
compared with 2s. 8d. and £2 2s. 103d. 
from the same sources respectively im 
the case of Irish schools. Similarly, as 
regards the Scotch schools the rate of 
income per pupil from local sources: 
amounted to 14s. 5}d., and from Govern- 
ment grants £1 14s. O}d. There is no 
reason to question the accuracy of the 
calculations made in the Report of the 
Commissioners. As regards the third 
paragraph, I must refer the honourable 
Member to the reply to the similar 
inquiry addressed by him on May 12th 
last to my right honourable Friend the 
Secretary to the Treasury. No proper 
comparison can be drawn between the 
incomes of teachers in the three coun- 
tries, having regard, amongst other 
reasons, to the proportion borne by 20a- 
tributions from local sources to Stata 
grants in_each country. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it correct to say that 
the average annual expenditure per pupil 
is £2 4s. 1d. in Ireland, £1 18s. 7d. in 
Scotland, and £1 15s. in England? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 














at 
vil 
in 





673 Richmond Prison, 








Mr. FLAVIN: I was simply quoting 
from a reply given me by the right 
honourable Gentleman to a former ques- 
tion on the same subject. 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can state if Indian 
Staff Corps officers are frequently pro- 
moted to higher rank without having 
passed the prescribed examination, 
whereas in the case of officers serving in 
British regiments this rarely takes place ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of placing both classes of officers 
upon an equality in this respect! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The system of examination in 
the Indian Staff Corps differs materially 
from that which prevails in the British 
Army, inasmuch as there are in the 
Staff Corps. no examinations for promo- 
tion from rank to rank, but only for the 
various regimental, staff, and depart- 
mental appointments. The comparison, 
therefore, which is implied in the honour- 
able and gallant Member’s Question 
cannot properly be made. 


RICHMOND PRISON, DUBLIN. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 


to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
is he aware that Richmond Prison, built 
by the Dublin Corporation at a cost of 
over £120,000, was taken over under the 
late Conservative Government by the 
military authorities as a barracks without 
any compensation to the city, which was 
obliged to pension the staff; while the 
War Department insisted on receiving 
£60,000 for the Pigeon House Fort from 
the Corporation, the site of which that 
body originally granted free to the 
Government ; is he aware that the Dublin 
Corporation are now engaged on the 
work of main drainage, which will cost 
when completed nearly £500,000, with- 
out any contribution from the outlying 
townships; and that this work was 
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originally insisted on by Government 
about 1870, in the interest of the health 
of the troops, under an intimation that 
steps would be taken to compel the work 
of sanitation in respect of the river 
Liffey ; will he explain why it is that, 
while Belfast only contributes £15,000 
to the police with a larger and more 
disturbed population and_ greater 
resources, Dublin has to pay a rate of 
Sd. in the £ on the metropolitan area, 
averaging £35,000, while in addition the 
hackney car duty goes to the police 


along with a _ special pawnbrokers’ 
licence, averaging together nearly 
£10,000 more; and why are these 


arrangements not insisted on for Belfast, 
or why is Dublin not released from 
them ; and, in view of the present heavy 
charges on Dublin and the recent profit- 
able arrangements made by the Crown 
with its Corporation, will he consider 
the question of accepting the police rate 
alone as the Dublin police contribution? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. H. Bsacn, Bristol, W.): 
(1) Richmond Prison appears from a 
Parliamentary Return to have cost the 
local authority £96,000 from 1813 to 
1877, when, its maintenance was under- 
taken by Government. When no longer 
required as a prison it was transferred to 
the War Office to be converted into 
barracks. Any pensions to its former 
staff would be divided between rates and 
votes. (2) The “Pigeon House Fort,” 
and other War Department property at 
the mouth of the Liffey, which cost 
the Government £157,000, were sur- 
rendered for the drainage scheme in con- 
sideration of £65,000, the cost of replac- 
ing part only of the works surrendered. 
(3) I am aware that within the last 10 
years a drainage scheme has been pro- 
moted by the Corporation. Government 
will contribute its share of the cost in 
the shape of contributions in lieu of rates 
on its property in the city, valued at 
over £40,000 a year. (4) The contribu- 
tions of the Dublin police district (which 
is much larger than the city) and of 
Belfast towards the cost of their police 
are fixed by Statute. That of the 
former is about 35 per cent. of the cost, 
that of the latter something like 15 per 
cent. Considering that in Great Britain 
over 50 per cent. of the cost of the police 
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is provided from rates, the comparisons 
suggest rather an increase in the contri- 
bution from Belfast than a decrease in 
that from Dublin. I will make inquiries 
as to the pawnbroker’s licence; but, as 
at present advised, I see no reason for 
reducing the total charge on Dublin. As 
regards the hackney car duty, special 
services are rendered by the police in 
respect of it, as in London, where a 
similar system exists. 


Progress of 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
honourable Gentleman say what, if 
Belfast paid on the same basis as Dublin, 
would be the amount of her contribution? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
SHEQUER: I cannot give the exact 
figure. Belfast only pays 15 per cent. 


as against Dublin’s 35. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 

Mr, TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the Attorney General whether, 
having regard to the definition of a non- 
textile factory, as contained in section 93 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, 
farm servants engaged in thrashing corn 
in a barn by means of a machine worked 
by steam power come within the scope 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. E. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): In my epinion 
farm servants engaged in thrashing corn 
by means of a machine worked by steam 
power, whether in a barn or not, do not 
come within the scope of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act of 1897. 


Mr. TENNANT: But is not the thrash- 
ing of corn preparing an article for sale? 
On what does the honourable and learned 
Gentleman base his opinion! 


Sir R. WEBSTER: On the words of 


the section. 


PROGRESS OF PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
Horsham): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if it is intended to pro- 
ceed with the Poisonous Substances Bill 
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this Session, having regard to the wide- 
spread objection to that Measure by 
chemists and druggists throughout the 
country! 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if a 
Bill will be brought in this Session to 
provide for the superannuation of 
teachers in public elementary schools. 


Mr, McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will include in his statement 
as to the course of public business a 
reference to his proposals on the subject 
of the superannuation of teachers. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): To ask the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury to say, in 
indicating the intentions of the Govern- 
ment to the disposal of the time 
of the House, when it is intended to take 
the discussion of the Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Resolution, the At- 
tendance of Children at School (Scotland) 
Bill, and the Parish Churches (Scotland) 
Bill; and when an opportunity will be 
given for the discussion of the Scottish 
Education Vote. 


Tne FIRST LORD or tue TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Mancheste:. 
E.): Imay, perhaps, be allowed to make 
these four Questions the occasion for 
giving the statement which I have pro- 
mised to the House in regard both to 
Supply and the remaining business which 
lies before us during the course of the pre- 
sent Session. The last Question, how- 
ever—that of the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs—I may answer independently, as 
it is rather outside the scope of the state- 
ment I have to make. The right honour- 
able Gentleman asks when particular Bills 
are going to be taken. I am afraid I 
cannot at present state when the Mea- 
sures to which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman refers will be brought before the 
House, but, of course, we shall bring them 
on at the earliest possible date. Now I 
turn to the question of Supply, and as 
regards Supply I think that, looking back 
on the course of the Session, we must 
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effectively carried out the main object 
for which it was framed—namely, that of 
giving to the House at a convenient 
period of the Session—at a time when the 
House is not fatigued or exhausted, as 
it would be in the middle of August, but 
during the earlier and fresher days of 
our labour—an opportunity of discussing 
and deciding upon the administrative 
action of the Government. I hope that 
the particular days selected have met the 
convenience of honourable Gentlemen, as 
they were certainly designed to do by 
those responsible for the conduct of the 
business in this House. But while I 
think that the Rule has proved entirely 
satisfactory with regard to its most im- 
portant function, the actual amount of 
money which has been voted, and the 
actual number of Votes disposed of, do 
not compare favourably with the results 
reached at the same period of the year in 
the last Session of Parliament. We have 
had 15 days of Supply. In the first 15 
days of Supply in 1897 99 Votes were 
passed. This year, during the 15 aays 
which have been already allotted to 
Supply, 36 Votes alone have been finally 
disposed of; and the pecuniary results 
of the Votes correspond with the general 
estimate of their number. But I may in- 
terpolate this observation—that I do not 
think anybody in this House estimates 
the importance of the Vote by the amount 
of money with which it deals. There are 
Votes dealing with millions of the tax- 
payers’ money which may properly pass 
without a word of discussion, while Votes 
which nominally appear on the Estimates 
deserve, and have often received, Debates 
lasting for one night or more, One reason 
for the comparatively unsatisfactory con- 
dition of Supply at the present time is to 
be found in the fact that there were no 
less than five days of discussion without 
a single Vote being obtained. 


Sr H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 


k.): Six days. 





Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I thought it was five; it may 
have been six. Some of those days were 
spent in discussion upon most important 
Others 





questions of foreign affairs. 


one other, at any rate—were, perhaps, less 
well spent upon an elaborate discussion 
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the officers of this House and of 
another place. But, without going into 
the question of how the time has been 
used by the House, the broad fact remains 
that, while there has been ample discus- 
sion on matters of the gravest public inte- 
rest, we do not stand as far advanced 
with Supply as I think we should be at 
this time of the year, and so far our 
labours in this department of our work 
are somewhat disappointing. There 
remain six more complete days for the 
discussion of Supply, previded that the 
three extra days permitted by the Rule 
are given; and I need hardly say that 
under the existing circumstances I shall 
certainly get them, and everybody would 
desire and anticipate that they would be 
given. Besides the six days there are, cf 
course, parts of the two final days—that 
is to say, the hours which intervene be- 
tween the end of Questions and 10 o’clock 
on the last day of Supply and the day 
when Report is taken; in other words, we 
have six whole days and the major part 
of two others. In my view, though I 
think it would be most unwise now to 
make an allocation of those six days, yet 
the subjects which require most attention 
and discussion by the House—the matters 
which are most important and most de- 
serve our attention—are the Irish Votes 
end the Navy Votes, to which next Friday 
and Friday week are already allotted, the 
Hiome Oftice Votes, the Post Office Votes, 
the Local Government Board Votes, the 
Board of Trade Votes, Class 5, and some 
Votes for the Army. There will be some 
difficulty, no doubt, in arranging the time 
to the best advantage among those 
various topics, but I am sure that the 
Government will have the assistance of 
the House in making the best arrange- 
ment possible, and if the right honour- 
able Gentleman opposite, or those for 
whom he speaks, think that I have made 
any error in my list of important Votes 
still to come, I shall, of course, be glad 
te correct that error and meet the views 
of the right honourable Gentleman as far 
as I can with regard to the allocation of 
the time still remaining to us. Many of 
these Votes require discussion, but 
let me add that there are Votes 
with large pecuniary products which 
do not require prolonged discussion, 
and which, under the circumstances, 
I hope the House will enable us to ge 
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with all possible facility. Before 
I leave the topic of Supply there is 
another point which I must bring under 
the attention of the House. My right 
honourable Friend the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies proposes to bring for- 
ward a supplementary Estimate, dealing 
with the West Indies. That is of so 
exceptional and unusual a character, it 
lies so much outside any Vote which we 
have passed in the course of the present 
Session, that I confess I do not think it 
would be desirable—though it would be 
possible—to bring it within the operation 
of the Supply Rule. I think I shall be 
able so to arrange matters that by far 
the greater part of the time occupied in 
the discussion of this novel Vote can be 
allotted without trespassing on the six 
cays which still remain, under the strict 
interpretation of the Rule. With this 
short account of the condition of Supply, 
and the course which I hope the House 
will adopt with regard to it, I now pass 
to the position of our legislative business. 
This is, perhaps, in some respects rather 
an early day to make a statement—early 
in this sense, that it cannot, from the 
nature of the case, be made absolutely 
complete. That it cannot be made com- 
plete is evident from the fact that I have 
to begin my statement by reminding the 
House that there are no less than four 
Bills which have not been yet introduced, 
and which I yet think ought to pass. 
And there is a fifth Bill—namely, the 
Food and Drugs Bill of my right honour- 
able Friend the President of the Local 
Government Board—to which I shall 
make no further reference now, for 
although it is to be introduced, we have 
always said that it would be quite impos- 
sible to pass it in the course of the present 
Session. The four Measures which are 
not yet introduced, but which ought to be 
passed, are, first, ene which will probably 
receive the general assent of the House 
—the Teachers’ Superannuation Bill; 
next, the Seed Potatoes Bill, of my right 
honourable Friend the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, and the Poor Relief Bill, 
which is practically a Bill of indemnity 
for guardians going beyond their powers 
in dealing with the condition of things in 
the west of Ireland; and there is, in addi- 
tion, the Colonial Loans Bill, which will 
be introduced, and the object of which 
is to institute a Colonial Loans Fund, on 
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First Lord of the Treasury. 
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the model of the Local Loans Fund, out 
of which, from time to time, loans may 
be made to the Crown Colonies under 
Parliamentary authority. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is that Bill 
independent of the Supplementary Esti- 
mate? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe THEA. 
SURY: Yes, it is quite independent of 
the Supplementary Estimate, to which I 
have referred. I pass now to the Bills 
which the House has already had before 
it for a considerable time, and which, 
though they are of varying degrees of 
importance, cannot be described either 
as Departmental or local Bills. There 
is, in the first place, the Local 
Government Bill for Ireland, then there 
is the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill, 
the Vaccination Bill, the Prisons Bill, the 
London University Bill, the Habitual 
Inebriates Bill, the Local Taxation (Scot- 
land) Bill, and the Mercantile Marine 
Fund Bill. All these Bills are either at 
the Report stage, or, as in the case of 
the London University Bill, on the verge 
of the Report stage, excepting the Local 
Taxation (Scotland) Bill. I do not under- 
stand that that Bill, now that it has been 
before honourable Gentlemen represent- 
ing Scotch constituencies, is likely to lead 
to much opposition or to very prolonged 
debate. All these Measures, therefore, I 
hope may pass. In the second class I 
put Bills which are either departmental 
Bills or which have a local application. 
Of these there are the Telegraphs Money 
Bill, the Isle of Man Customs Bill, the 


Metropolitan Police Courts Bill, the 
Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill, the 


Parish Fire Engines Bill, the Metropoli- 
tan Poor Fund Bill, the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Bill, and the Statute Law 
Revision Bill; the Charitable Loans Bill 
and the Lodgers’ Declaration Bill, relat- 
ing to Ireland; and the Circuit Clerks 
Justiciary Bill, the Attendance of Chil- 
dren at School Bill, and the Parish 
Churches Bill, these three relating to 
Scotland. There is also the Universities 
and College Estates Bill, which has 
passed through its Report stage, and is 
only awaiting Third Reading. I have 
no ground for believing that any of those 
Bills are likely to excite opposition. The 
general wish on both sides of the House 
is that they should pass ; and, as far as I 
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know, none of them have any party appli- 
cation, or are likely to lead to disputes 
dividing the two sides of the House. 
‘There remain two Bills which await 
Second Reading, and as to which I cannot 
say at present whether they are likely 
to meet with general favour or not—the 
Land Charges Bill and the Lunacy Bill. 
With respect to these, I shall make no 
statement about them until I have seen 
some further indication as to the recep- 
tion with which they are likely to meet. 
It only remains for me to give the list— 
jin this case it is a small list—of the 
Bills which we have abandoned any hope 
of passing into law. The list is small, for 
reasons with which the House ‘is ac- 
<quainted ; and I do not think that much 
time will have been wasted in the-course 
of the present Session on Measures which 
ultimately it will be found impossible to 
place on the Statute Book. These Bills 
are the Land Tax Commissioners Bill, 
the Dogs Regulation Bill, the Factory 
and Workshops Bill, the Poisons Bill, and 
the Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 
The only one in that list of five which 
‘alls for any public comment is the last. 
The House will remember that that Bill 
‘was referred to a Select Committee, and 
the Select Committee, I believe, have 
been labouring and working with great 
energy at the Measure. Although there 
is every probability that a very usetul 
Report will be before us for our future 
guidance before the end of the Session, 
I do not think it is in any way possible 
that we should find time this Session to 
deal with a Measure which not only must, 
but I think ought to, receive some con- 
sideration on the floor of this House. 
It is with great reluctance, but probably 
not altogether in contradiction of expec- 
tations formed either here or in Scot- 
land, that I say the Bill will have to 
stand over until next Session of Parlia- 
ment. 1 have now, as far as in my 
power, given to the House a general view 
of our programme. It is, of course, not 
without the bounds of possibility that 
some public necessity may require the 
introduction of a Measure to meet that 
public necessity, but I do not anticipate 
it, and as far as what I may call the 
general legislative programme of the 
Government is concerned I have made 
a statement that I believe covers the 
whole ground. I trust the House will 
not think that I am putting too heavy a 
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burden on their shoulders by asking 
honourable Members to pass the Mea- 
sures, for the most part uncontroversial, 
which I have enumerated, and I think 
that if we set ourselves resolutely to 
work there ought to be no ground for 
doubting that we shall be able to separate 
about the time we separated last Session. 


Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): With reference to the remarks with 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
commenced his statement, I desire—and 
I think I state the sentiments of gentle- 
men on this side—to acknowledge the 
consideration and courtesy with which he 
has dealt with Supply upon days which 
he has been requested to place at the 
disposal of the House for the purpose of 
discussing matters of importance. With 
respect to that, I entirely concur with him 
that the Rule has operated advantageously 
in giving to the House the means -f 
discussing matters of pressing import- 
ance in the early part of the Session. ° 
also agree with him that the present 
state of Supply, with regard to the 
number of Votes to be obtained, is 
not satisfactory. That shows, I think, 


the wisdom of the course’ which 
the Government have taken in 
making the Rule upon this matter 


to obtain only for a year, in order that 
the subject may at the commencement of 
each Session be reconsidered. Admitting 
that the operation of the Rule in one 
respect has been entirely satisfactory, I 
still would venture to submit to the right 
honourable Gentleman that he might 
consider before next Session whether it 
might not be a good thing to place in his 
power a larger number of extra days than 
he already possesses, so as to give a cer- 
tain elasticity to the number of days to 
be devoted to Supply. Everybody is 
aware that in the present Session there 
have been a number of questions affect- 
ing foreign and Colonial matters which 
have pressed for discussion, Those ques- 
tions have certainly put out of gear the 
ordinary discussions upon what may ba 
called domestic Supply. The right 
honourable Gentleman has in hand at 
present three days which he can appro- 
priate to those discussions and no more. 
If he had a larger number of days he 
would be able, where there was a pressure 
upon other Votes, to give additional days 
to Supply. I throw that out for the 
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consideration of the right honourable 
Gentleman, and I think it would 
be a fitting subject for considera- 
tion when the Rule is brought for- 
ward again at the beginning oi 
next Session. The right honourable 
Gentleman has said that there are 
six more days to be devoted to Supply. 
They will begin to operate, I take it, 
next Friday, the 15th July, and will take 
the whole of the next week. Then there 
must be a day for the Third Reading of 
the Irish Local Government Bill, so 
that all your Parliamentary time 1s 
allocated. The right honourable Gentle- 
man has said that he expects Par- 
liament will rise about the usual time. 
I do not know what he considers the usual 
time, but I presume it means about 
August 12th. That means that the time 
to be devoted to the business he has laid 
before us is not much more than a fort- 
night of Parliamentary time, and less 
than three weeks, taking, of course, five 
days a week. I confess I think the right 
honourable Gentleman is sanguine in his 
estimate when he talks of getting through 
the catalogue he has given us in little 
more than a fortnight of Parliamentary 
time. I was very glad to hear him 
announce that he intends to introduce a 
Teachers’ Superannuation Bill. That 1s 
a Measure which, I imagine, will call 
largely on the resources of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. But there is another 
Bill which has not yet been produced, 
and it has a rather formidable title—the 
Colonial Loans Bill. We do not know 
what the character of that Bill is, but it 
is quite obvious it is a great financial 
problem in our system, and it is one that 
will require to be very carefully examined. 
As regards the other Bills, if the right 
honourable Gentleman thinks that in the 
brief time appropriated he is going to get 
through such Bills—excellent as they 
may be, I am expressing no opinion 
adverse to them—as the Vaccination Bill, 
the Prisons Bill, and the London Univer- 
sity Bill, he is indeed sanguine, because 
obviously they are Bills which will require 
discussion, and if perchance one or more 
of them should have to be abandoned, 
there are some in the House who will not 
greatly lament if such an unhappy fate 
befalls. It would be a great convenience 
if, at an early date, the right honourable 
Gentleman could tell us what is the order 


Sir W. Harcourt. 


Progress of 
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in which he intends to take the remain- 
ing Votes in Supply. I understand tke 
Irish Votes are to be taken on Friday 
and the Navy Votes on the next Friday. 
Has the right honourable Gentleman any 
difficulty in stating that the Home Office 
Vote shall be taken on the third Friday? 
That is a Vote in which many gentlemen 
who may be making arrangements for the 
future are greatly interested, and if he 
would fix that on the third Friday [I 
think it would be convenient. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am quite ready to do that. [ 
do not promise to put it down first, but 
I will put it down in a position where it 
will be thoroughly discussed. I am not 
sure whether there might not be some 
uncontroversial Votes which might be 
placed in advance of the Home Office 
Vote. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will devote a 
full night to the discussion of that 
Vote, because many of the subjects are 
very important. Then come the Post 
Office, the Local Government, and the 
Diplomatic Votes. These would occupy 
The West India 


the three other days. 
Vote, the right honourable Gentleman 
suggests, may be taken out of the Rule. 
By what process a Vote in Supply can 
be taken out of the Rule it would be 


very interesting to us to know. If the 
Government have it in their power to 
take Votes in Supply on days beyond 
the allotted days, I think we ought to 
know the process by which that may be 
accomplished. No doubt, where it is not 
desired to take a Division on the Votes 
in Supply, as most Members of the House 
are aware, any Vote can be discussed 
upon the Appropriation Bill, on the 
Second Reading, or any stage of it. I 
only mention that as showing that the 
House is not absolutely precluded by the 
closing of the Committee of Supply from 
discussing the Votes that have beer 
taken. I do not rise for the purpose of 
opposing the proposals of the right 
honourable Gentleman, though he must 
permit me to express a little scepticism 
as to his power of packing all the goods 
he has recited to-night within the space 
of time he contemplates to be at our 
disposal. 
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Mr. E. MORTON (Devonport): 
Are we to take it that the Irish Es‘i- 
mates will be taken next Friday, and 
Navy Estimates the following Friday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: That is so. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I should like to ask whether, having 
regard to the very short discussion on 
the Navy, the right honourable Gentle- 
man cannot give more than one day for 
the Navy Debate? Can he not, consider- 
ing the lateness of the Session and the 
introduction of new Bilis, abandon the 
hope he expressed to proceed with the 
Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill and the 
Mercantile Marine Fund Bill? 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): Can the right honourable Gentle- 
man give any indication of the period 
when the Vaccination Bill will 
brought on? Will it be next week? 


be 


Sir C. CAMERON (Glasgow, Bridge- 
ton): When will the Scottish Bills re- 
ferred to in the Question of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Stirling Burghs be taken, and will an 
opportunity be given to discuss the Loca! 
Taxation (Scotland) Bill? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
May I ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man when the First Reading of the 
Colonial Loans Bill will be taken, and 
when the Colonial Supplementary Esti- 
mates will be in the hands of Members? 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
The right honourable Gentleman spoke 
of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Bill 
having made considerable progress, but 
seeing that it is only in its initial stages, 
will the right honourable Gentleman 
grant an early day next week to get 
through those stages of the Bill, so as to 
allow of its being printed? 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: If I stated that this Bill was far 
advanced, I made a slip, but I do not 
think that I said so. It is not a Bill, 
however, which I understand is likely to 
meet with much opposition on the part 
of honourable Gentlemen representing 
Scottish constituencies, and I hope that 
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the forecast I have made was not too 
sanguine. I am afraid I cannot give any 
precise answers with regard to the daya 
on which special business is to be takea, 
but I will endeavour to make a state- 
ment at an early period with regard to 
such Bills as I have mentioned. Neces- 
sarily the progress of one Bill must de- 
pend on the progress made with another 
Bill. I think it is probable that the 
Vaccination Bill will be taken early next 
week. As the Colonial Secretary is not 
in the House, I must ask the honourable 
Member for Northampton to put a Ques- 
tion on the Paper with reference to the 
Colonial Questions he has asked. 


LONDON UNIVERSITY BILL. 

Mr T. M. HEALY: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that the 
London University Bill now being pro- 
ceeded with in Grand Committee con- 
tains a money clause which has not been 
santioned by Committee of the whole 
House? 


Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY: I understand that nothing 
irregular has been done. Before the 
Bill passes its final stages there will be 
an opportunity for the Committee te 
sanction the financial provisions of the 
Measure. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that the 
Chairman of Ways and Means has ex- 
pressed the opinion that the procedure 
adopted in this case was irregular? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, orde:!  Any- 
thing said by the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the Committee cannot be dis- 
cussed in the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Asa point of order, 
may I ask whether any means exists of 
raising this question as one of privilege 
—namely, that a Grand Committee 


should not be allowed to proceed with 2 
Bill in which money clauses are inserted, 
and which create a charge on the tax- 
payers, without the House having some 
cognisance of the matter in Committ2e 
of the whole House? 
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Mr. SPEAKER: A Bill, after passing 
through Committee, and before it be- 
comes law, must pass through the Report 
stage, and if there is anything irreguler 
the matter can then be taken notice cf. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But if no Amend- 
ments are made in the Bill-there would 
be no Report stage, only Third Reading. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Committee will 
report to the House as to what has been 
done, and it will be time to take notice 
of any irregularity then. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not 
necessary to get the Money Committee 
before the clause is put into the Bill? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. Notice 
must be given. 


TOWER OF LONDON. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING: I bez 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will take the necessary steps so as 
to allow the collection of arms and the 
regalia at the Tower of London to be 
gpen to the public on Sundays during 
the same hours as the other public 
museums are open, subject to the same 
regulations as are in force upon week 
days at present at the Tower of London? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TRE\- 
SURY: In reply to my _honourabl> 
Friend, I cannot at present say more 
than that inquiries are being made con- 
cerning the matter to which he calls my 
attention. I can make no definite state- 
ment or give any opinion as to the con- 
clusions that may be based on these in- 
quiries when they are completed. 


INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE. 

Sm SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether those officers in the Indian 
Civil Service, whose allowance for ex- 
change compensation was stopped in 
1894, and who, under the new rules, have 
been admitted to the allowance from th> 
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1st April, 1897, are now permitted to 
draw arrears for the period from 1894 
to 1897, during which it was stopped 
pending the decision of the Secretary of 
State ? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Orders have been given by the 
Government of India for the classification 
of the cases in which exchange compen- 
sation to civil officers was suspended in 
1894 and is admissible under the new 
rules of 1897, with a view to a decision 
being passed in each case whether the 
arrears for the intervening three years 
may be granted. In a few cases where 
the claim has been considered to be 
clearly established such arrears have 
been paid. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can now state on what 
day he will introduce the- Bill dealing 
with the adulteration of food products? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cnap- 
Lin, Lincolnshire, Sieaford): I am not in 
a position to state the exact date, but it 
will be shortly. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): On be- 
half of the honourable Member for North 
Camberwell I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. if 
he will state the grounds upon which two 
abstractors in the Irish Land Commis- 
sion have been exceptionally granted an 
annual increment of £5! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that the clerks of the abstractor 
class attached to the Land Commission 
receive increments in accordance with the 
regulations, and that none of these off- 
cials now serving in the Department 
have been exceptionally treated as 
regards increment. 
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INDIAN FRONTIER POLICY. 

Mr. BECKETT (Yorks., N.R., Whitby) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether full investigation has been 
made departmentally into the causes that 
led to the outbreak on the Indian fron- 
tier, and particularly into the relations 
which prevailed before the rising between 
the various frontier officers and officials 
and the tribes with which they were in 
contact; whether the India Oftice has 
carefully considered the recommendations 
and suggestions, with a view to an 
amended system of control, which have 
been made since the termination of the 
war by those who were engaged in it, 
or who by reason of special local ex- 
perience of the tribes are best qualified 
to express an opinion; and whether the 
recommendation that the entire frontier 
should be placed under a distinct and 
separate administration will be carried 
into effect by the Indian Government, or 
do they propose to make any change in 
this direction ? 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: In paragraph 10 of my dispatch 
to the Government of India, dated the 
28th of January last, I entered into a 
full consideration of the causes which led 
to the outbreak on the Indian frontier. 
I further enlarged upon the same subject 
in a speech which I addressed to this 
House, and I have nothing further to add. 
The matters referred to in the second 
and third paragraph of the honourable 
Member’s Question are at present the 
subject of correspondence between the 
India Office and the Government of India, 
and I am not at present in a position to 
make any statement of my conclusions. 


LAGHEY NATIONAL SCHOOL. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Board of Works was advised on 9th June 
by the National Education Board of a 
grant for a school at Laghey, county 
Tyrone; whether the very reverend 
manager of the school has since requested 
an explanation of the failure of the Board 
of Works to proceed with their duty 
without receiving more than a printed 
acknowledgment ; and is there any rule 


{12 Juty 1898} 





690 


preventing the Board of Works from 
dealing with any subject except after a 
delay of three months? 


Sessions. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Board of Works 
received the notification from the 
National Education Commissioners on 
the 9th ultimo, and they duly instructed 
their local surveyor to revise the plans 
and specification so as to adapt them to 
the site. The surveyor was prevented by 
pressure of other business from giving 
immediate attention to the matter; but 
the Board had no reason to doubt, when 
they received the manager’s letter on the 
4th instant, that they would be able to 
send him the plans and specification at 
once. Otherwise they would have ex- 
plained to him the cause of the delay. 
The documents, however, only reached 
the Board a week later, and the neces- 
sary copies were then at once forwarded 
to the manager of the school. 


IRISH REVISION SESSIONS. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, by 
the Revising Barristers (Ireland) Act, 
1886, the clerk of the peace is empowered 
to nominate a substitute at revision ses 
sions where he cannot attend to the 
second court himself, such person to be 
paid out of moneys provided by Parlia- 
ment ; whether in Dublin the clerk of 
the peace’s substitute was paid by the 
Treasury in the year after the passing of 
the Act; and will he explain why pay- 
ment has since been refused, and the 
clerk of the peace in Dublin is compelled 
to provide the salary of the substitute 
out of his own pocket; whether he is 
aware that the clerk of the peace sought 
to test the legality of such refusal by 
a petition of right, but was denied sanc- 
tion to an action; whether the Treasury 
claims not only to decide the law itself, 
but to prevent its decisions being legally 
tested; and whether he has sanctioned 
the refusal to pay the Dublin clerk of 
the peace? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: (1) The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative, but the law 
officers advised that the power conferred 
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on the clerk of the peace only applies to 
the two new courts established by the 
Act. (2) The claim referred to in para- 
graph 2 was for a substitute at one of 
the courts existing before the passing of 
the Act, with regard to which the clerk 
of the peace was himself bound to pro- 
vide a substitute, receiving, as I under- 
stand, an allowance for that purpose from 
the corporation. In the year after the 
passing of the Act the claim was inad- 
vertently allowed; but as soon as the 
law officers’ opinion was taken the pay- 
ment could not, of course, be repeated. 
(3 and 4) I understand that the clerk 
of the peace sought to test the legality 
of the Treasury position by a petition of 
right, but was refused the necessary assent 
through the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department. No doubt the refusal 
was based on the law officers’ opinion. 
(5) The decision not to pay the claim was 
arrived at by the Board of Treasury in 
1887 on the advice of the law officers, and 
I see no reason to depart from it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the right 
honourable Gentleman see any objection 
to having the point decided by a test 
case! Could not the Treasury get the 
opinion of a court of law? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or rue EXCHE- 
QUER: The decision was arrived at by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department without reference to the 
Treasury, and upon the opinion, I under- 
stand, of the law officers of the Crown. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What we want is 
the opinion of the judges. 


LISBURN WORKHOUSE. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the Report of Mr. 
Agnew, the experienced Local Govern- 
ment inspector, as to the quality of the 
food and the verminous state of the bed- 
ding in Lisburn Workhouse, the employ- 
ment of male pauper lunatics in the 
laundry, and their want of  classifica- 
tion ; whether he can state the name of 
the official responsible for this state of 
affairs ; and if steps will be taken, in the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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interests of the inmates, to have some 
improvement made! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is the 
fact that Mr. Agnew, after his recent in- 
spection of the Lisburn Workhouse, 
made a Report in which he drew atten- 
tion to the matters mentioned in the 
first paragraph, The board of guardians 
have called upon the master of the work- 
house to furnish an explanation with 
reference to these matters, and the 
visiting committee have been sum- 
moned to consider and make recommen- 
dations for remedying the defects com- 
plained of by the inspector. 


MANCHESTER PRISON. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the case of an insane prisoner 
named Edward Cox, confined in Man- 
chester prison; and whether it is a fact 
that the prisoner had seven, and _ pro- 
bably eight, of his ribs broken, that the 
medical inspector sent down to inquire 
into the case reported that only cne of 
the man’s ribs had been broken, while 
Mr. Dickinson, a London _ stipendiary 
magistrate, after a special inquiry, 
arrived at the conclusion that seven or 
eight of the prisoner’s ribs were broken ; 
and, if so, what action he has taken 
with regard to the medical inspector! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THs 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I answered a 
Question on this case in March last. The 
medical inspector had no opportunity of 
examining the prisoner until seven days 
after the injury. The prisoner was then 
still strapped up; and, as removal of 
the strapping was thought to be inex- 
pedient, and the prisoner was unable to 
give any rational account of his injuries, 
it was impossible for the inspector to 
ascertain what the extent of the injury 
had been. His Report was that he was 
not convinced that more than one, or at 
most two, ribs were broken. In these cir- 
cumstances, I do not consider that any 
blame attaches to him for failing to dis- 
cover the full extent of the injury. 
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Poona Plague 


PROPOSED FOG SIGNAL OFF LARNE. 


Coronet J. McCALMONT (Antrim, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether any further 
steps have been taken by the Irish Board 
of Lights towards the erection of a fog 
signal on the Maiden Rocks, off Larne! 


Tuz PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: No application with respect io 
the erection of a fog signal on the 
Maiden Rocks, off Larne, has been re- 
ceived by the Board of Trade from the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights. 


INDIAN OFFICERS’ PASSAGE MONEY. 

GzenxeRAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Indian Government 
has come to any decision as regards re- 
funding their passage money to those 
officers who were suddenly ordered out 
to India on the outbreak of hostilities 
last year; and whether it has been fully 
represented that these officers, many of 
whom had been only a few days in Eng- 
land, not only sacrificed their leave, but 
were put to great expense, which they 
could ill afford? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The honourable and gallant 
Member is no doubt aware that all om- 
cers who were ordered out to India on 
the outbreak of hostilities by the proper 
authorities received their passage moncy 
as a matter of course, His question, 
therefore, must relate to those officers 
who returned to India on that occasion, 


though not summoned by the Indian 
Government. As to these cases, I 
addressed the Viceroy in a_ dispatch 


dated the 21st of April, and I have ascer- 
tained that the matter is still under the 
consideration of his Government, and 
that a reply will be sent as soon as pos- 
sible. 


DISEASE IN THE INDIAN ARMY. 

Mr. J. STUART (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether a letter has been 
issued, under date 20th November, 
1897, by the Government of India Mili- 
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tary Department, purporting to state ex- 
plicitly the policy of the Government of 
India with respect to the future treat- 
ment of venereal disease in cantonments, 
stating that, among other things, medi- 
cal officers may make arrangements to 
carry out from time to time the exami- 
nation of women who voluntarily pre. 
sent themselves ; and whether the state- 
ment of policy made in that letter has 
been sanctioned by him? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The instructions issued by the 
Government of India in the letter to 
which the honourable Member’ refers are 
based on my Dispatch No. 25, of 26th 
March, lous, which has been presented 
to Parliament, and I see no reason to 
question their propriety. 


Mr. STUART: Will the noble Lord 
lay the Paper on the Table? 


Tse SECRETARY STATE For 


Expenditure. 


OF 


INDIA: I will lay any regulation I 
have, I do not think I have the actual 


Paper, but I know the purport of it. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): Will the 


noble Lord consider the advisability of 
making this examination compulsory? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: That does not arise out of this 
Question. 


POONA PLAGUE EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the municipality of Poona has 
been assessed by the Accountant General 
with four lakhs of rupees as its share of 
the plague expenditure up to Ist June, 
1898, and whether another lakh is added 
as the estimated further expenditure ; 
whether he is aware that the Poona 
municipality has no cash balance with 
which to meet this apportionment, and 
that the collector of Poona is urging the 
municipality to raise a loan of five lakhs; 
whether he can state whether the puni- 
tive police force, placed upon Poona at 
the time of the murder of Messrs. Rand 
and Ayerst, is still there, and what has 
been the total cost of that force to 
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Poona from its imposition to the present 
time ; and whether, in view of the finan- 
cial difficulties of the municipality of 
Poona and that no evidence whatever 
was forthcoming at the trial of Damodar 
for the murders connecting the munici- 
pality with their inception, he will order 
the removal of the punitive force and 
remit the cost to the municipality? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have no information as to 
the share of the plague expenditure 
which has been assessed on the munici- 
pality of Poona, nor as to the cash 
balance at present available. With 
regard to the cost of the additional 
police, I have repeatedly stated its esti- 
mated amount; the actual amount is 
probably less, but I am not in a position 
to give particulars. At the recent trial 
the question whether there had been a 
conspiracy was not investigated; there 
was but one prisoner, and the only 
evidence adduced was directed to show 
that he had committed the murders. 
The absence of evidence implicating 
others does not, therefore, seem to be a 
sound ground for ordering the with- 
drawal of the additional force. 


Mr. H. ROBERTS: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman make inquiry as 


to the 
present? 


actual financial position at 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Probably the information will 
come home in the ordinary course. The 
honourable Member must recollect that 
Poona is not the only case of the kind. 


AGRICULTURAL TENANCIES. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture if a Bill will be brought in 
this Session to define the rights ‘of agr:- 
cultural tenants on the determination of 
their tenancies? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I am afraid that it 
is not possible for me to add anything 
to what ha: already been said on this 
subject by my right honourable Friend. 


Mr. H. Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 
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WAIMA AFFAIR, 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
fact that some five years have elapsed 
since the Waima incident occurred, the 
Government can come to an early deci- 
sion upon the question of giving a grant 
to the families of the slain, which it has 
been stated, is now under their con- 
sideration ? 


Mr. CURZON: I have twice stated 
that the matter is under consideration, 
and that a decision will be arrived at as 
soon as possible. 


ADULTERATION OF FLOUR. 

Mr. WINGFIELD-DIGBY (Dorset, 
N.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether any facts 
have come to the knowledge of his 
Department as to whether the maize 
flour, which is now being so largely 
manufactured, is also largely mixed with 
wheat flour (since the rise in the price 
of wheat), thereby constituting a fraud 
very prejudicial to the British farmer ; 
and if no such facts have come to the 
knowledge of his Department, will he, in 
the interests of agriculture, cause some 
inquiries to be made by the Agricultural 
Department ; and I beg also to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the mixture of maize flour with wheat 
flour, the whole being so!d as flour 
(which the consuming public in England 
has always hitherto understood to be 
wheat flour), is punishable under the 
Food Adulteration Acts ; and whether he 
will put the machinery of his Department 
to work to stop it! 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: Representations have 
from time to time reached me on this 
subject, but no authenticated case of the 
adulteration of wheaten flour with maize 
flour has been brought under my notice, 
and I gather from the last annual report 
of the National Association of Brit'sh 
and Irish Millers that the experience of 
the Association, which has decided to 
prosecute any offenders under this head, 
is the same as my own. I shall, of 
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course, keep the matter in view, and 
perhaps I may be allowed now to say, 
in reply to the Question addressed by 
my honourable Friend to my right 
honourable Friend the President of the 
Board of Trade, that I do not doubt that 
either under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts or the Merchandise Marks Acts the 
law affords a sufficient means of punish- 
ing malpractices such as those referred 
to. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


eet 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


The House resumed the consideraticn 
of this Bill, as amended, in Committee. 


—[Ajng yA] pesodosd yuaumpusny 


“Page 8, line 29, to leave out clause 12.”— 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words of clause 12, to the word 
‘large,’ inclusive, in page 9, line 2, stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Debate resumed— 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): It is much to 
be regretted that such a clause appears 
in the Bill at all. I want to know what 
relevancy there is, what connection, 
between the proposals of the Government 
with regard to any local distress in Ire- 
land and a Bill proposing to establish 
city and district councils in Ireland. I 
fail to see the relevancy, and I think it 
is singularly irregular, to put it in no 
stronger language, to introduce a clause 
of this character into the Bill. This 
clause may be looked upon as an attempt 
to shift upon the bigger shoulders of a 
poor locality in Ireland the responsibili- 
ties of that locality. The people in that 
locality are not in any way responsible 
for the state of things which brings about 
this condition of chronic poverty and 
misery which exists in the south and west 
of Ireland. The poverty and misery and 
distress which exists in Ireland is a legacy 
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of the hateful policy of “Go to hell or 
Connaught,” which the Government of 
this country established in Ireland a few 
centuries ago. We have protested against 
this clause upon the Committee stage of 
the Bill, and we protest now because the 
money with which the hunger of these 
unfortunate people is to be relieved is 
to come out of the pockets of people 
very little better off than themselves, 
What this clause proposes to do is that 
these unfortunate people, who are always 
upon the verge of starvation, who live in 
a state of almost unexampled misery, 
without knowing any of the comforts of 
civilisation, are to be relieved by persons 
whose condition is very little better than 
their own. So far as the right honour- 
able Gentleman and the Irish Office are 
concerned, this clause is a clause of the 
“champagne and Riviera” declaration 
type. I do not see how it can 
recommend itself to anyone in this House 
who is in the slightest way in favour of 
the principle of local government. The 
rates in these districts are exceedingly 
heavy, both the poor rate and the cess. 
I have looked through the rates for the 
present year, and I find in Donegal the 
county cess and the poor rate together 
amount to 4s. 6d., in Galway to 4s. 1d., 
in Mayo to 4s., and in Kerry to 7s. ; that 
is, taking the average of the electoral 
divisions ; and that does not include anv 
charge for extra acts which these districts 
may have to perform. It is these dis- 
tricts, already so heavily burdened, that 
you propose, by this clause, shall pay an 
additional rate. We resist this clause 
because we think it is most unstatesman- 
like, and that it is most unjust. 
Seek some other remedy. Make it, 
if you desire to arrange it in this 
form, a county-at-large charge, or leave 
it where it is at present, a Trea- 
sury charge. What you do is to 
throw the whole responsibility upor 
the guardians to relieve these rates, 
which is very sorry comfort for the 
people, because the guardians are tha 
trustees for the unfortunate occupiers. 
You ask the guardians to enter upon a 
course when distress occurs which they 
know only too well will only lead to their 
increasing the burden upon themselves 
and the districts which they represent. 
It is true that the rate is not to exceed 
5d. in the £, but what does that 
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mean? To my mind, it means that nc 
ther money will be forthcoming, no 
aatter how deep the distress may be—it 
may be as great as it was in 1847 anl 
1848 or 1879, the distress may be far 
worse than it was last spring; but the 
Government will not step in and give a 
grant from the Treasury until that 
Hd. in the £ has been levied upon 
these unfortunate districts. I think this 
is a most unworthy proposal on the part 
of the Government at a time like this, 
when we have proved to demonstration 
that Ireland is very greatly overtaxed. 
This is a proposal that the poverty- 
stricken districts of Ireland shall support 
the paupers. It is not the wealthy people 
and the wealthy districts which are to 
support the people, who are only just 
above starvation at the best of times, 
but the poor districts. Now, in the 


{COMMONS} 
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Debate upon this Bill, but this particular 
clause is of such an eminently atrocious 
character that I feel constrained to say 
a word or two upon it. It is a clause 
which is absolutely irrelevant to the Bill, 
and it is the clause of one man. This 13 
the clause of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. He felt that he must imprint 
his individuality upon this Bill, and he 
has tried to do so in this manner and at 
the expense of the Irish people. 
O’Connell used to compare inexperienced 
Chief Secretaries to barbers’ apprentices, 
who used to learn their trade by being 
allowed to try their hands in shaviny 
beggars, and I am free to say that I am 


|reminded of O’Connell’s comparison when 
|I reflect that it was the Chief Secretary 


who framed this clause. In one word, 


| this clause is an attempt to grind the 


remarks which I made yesterday upon | 


the equalisation of rates I pointed out 
that in London the rich parishes in the 
west are made to help and assist the 
poorer parishes in the east. If you made 
a proposal of that kind, though it might 
be unjust, it might be tolerable to Ire- 
Jand ; but in this particular case you try 


to equalise the rate by spreading it over | 


the county. You do not go to the rich 
counties, but include all the poor ones. 
The tendency of this clause is to put an 
unfair amount of taxation upon people 
who are even now sinking under a burden 
of debt and taxation, which the miserable 
soil does not yield the wherewithal to 
meet. Let the Government find another 
remedy ; let them not throw upon thes 
unhappy people any further burden ; let 
them extend the power of the Congested 
Districts Board ; in some other way bring 
before this House some method of dealing 
with the cause of this state of chronic 
misery and poverty, and not deal with 
the effects, or attempt to deal with the 
effects, by any such clause as this. I will 
say this, that if the Irish people had 
been entrusted with the task of the local 
government of the country under some 
scheme of Home Rule 10 years ago, and 
the state of things existed now in the 
south and west of Ireland which does exist, 
then the Irish people would have lost ail 
title and right to ever govern themselves. 


Mr. 


SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal), 
S.): I have taken very little part in the 
Mr. Flynn. 





poor because they are poor. I sometimes 
regret that Charles Dickens is no longer 
a reporter in the Gallery, because I think 
aipon a clause like this he would have 
been able to have given us some very 
interesting end amusing descriptions of 
it. Feeding unhappy urchins upon brim- 
stone and treacle can in no way compare 
with this principle of feeding paupers 
from poverty, which is the exact signifi- 
cance of this clause. 
the historiacl appropriateness of this 
matter. The clause is to carry out the 
policy of semi-starvation of the right 
honourable Gentleman and cther Chief 
Secretaries, which succeeded the policy 
of wholesale starvation of administrators 
like Cromwell. Now, I would not com- 
pare the right honourable Gentleman to 
Cromwell, I would not do him such an 
injustice. There are Cromwells and 
Cromwells, and the right honourable 
Gentleman is a Cromwell of more or less 
an afternoon tea character. Let us con- 
sider the appropriateness of this. Wo 
hear that there are two Bills in hand for 
the relief of the poor law. One is to 
indemnify poor law guardians, who 
exceed their powers in protecting their 
people from starvation. Under this clause 
no such Bill could be cast, because it 
would be the duty of the guardians 
themselves to support the people, no 
matter how poverty-stricken they might 
be. The right honourable Gentleman 
must know, and I challenge any of those 
who are friendly to local government in 


Let us consider 
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Ireland. to speak a word in favour of this 
clause. No person in Ireland approves of 
it. It has not the sanction of the 
people in the slightest degree. It 
has not the sanction of any _ sec- 
tion in Ireland. I appeal to my 
honourable Friend, who is not in the 
least degree ashamed of this clause, 
whether he would go down to his con- 
stituents and point out to them the 
beauties of this clause 12. I do not 
think he would. No matter what the 
sufferings of the district may be, not one 
farthing will be given to alleviate the 
distress of any particular district until it 
has been taxed to the very utmost extent. 
The right honourable Gentleman has de- 
veloped a system and style of his own. 
There is no such master of antique pro- 
positions as he is. Why does he bring 
in such a passage as this into the Bill. 
Mr. Speaker is the most tolerant of 
Speakers, but I think, if I had put such 
an Instruction into a Bill going into Com- 
mittee, he would have ruled me out of 
order, and I would have had to rest con- 
tent. He might as well bring in some of 
the astronomical theories of the Ptole- 
maic system, This clause is brought in 
because the Chief Secretary must say, 
“Alone I did it.” I want to be compli- 
mentary to a doctrinaire and a theorist, 
and I would be delighted if the Chief 
Secretary’s theories only occurred in an 
ordinary debating society, but when these 
theories come into practical effect, and 
when their success or failure involves the 
comfort of human beings, I must be 
rather severe, even to a doctrinaire, Let 
us see how this theory works. First of 
all, I will ask the House to recollect that 
such an idea was never broached, so long 
as poor law guardians were non-elective 
boards, and so long as the grand juries 
had control. This idea only comes in 
when some slight power is placed in the 
hands of the people. Supposing that a 
gentleman is elected to a county council, 
and supposing the poor law guardians 
apply to the county council for relief for 
exceptional distress in a certain locality. 
He knows that their complaint is well- 
founded. What else does he know? He 
knows that the people who return him 
are the persons to whom every halfpenny 
is a matter of importance. The Chief 


Secretary, of course, being a philosopher, | 
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has never regarded money as the all 
essential thing. One shilling is to him 
of as much importance as £100 or 
£1,000. This elective member of the 
council is bound to consider the position 
of his own constituents ; he is bound to 
consider whether, if this grant be en- 
dorsed, he is not, by endorsing it, re 
ducing absolutely to pauperism some 
of the men who returned him; 
and he may possibly have to deny 
this poverty until the people are 
actually in the throes of  starva- 
tion. I say this is an inhuman and 
shocking provision ; it is an absolute and 
utter abrogation by this country of its re- 
sponsibility—which is this, that, having 
robbed Ireland, you cannot permit the 
people to starve. When Irish representa- 
tives bring forward the case of their 
constituents, who are seeking for relief 
and endeavouring to wring something out 
of the British Exchequer, how easy it is 
for the British Exchequer to say, “It is 
reported to me that hitherto no applica- 
tion has been endorsed by the county 
council for the relief of distress.” At the 
present moment no one ought to know 
better than the Chief Secretary that the 
poverty of Ireland is a disgrace to the 
country. By a clause of this kind you 
are dulling public conscience to that dis- 
tress. Ithink this is a Chadband clause ; 
in fact, I am complimenting it by calling 
it a Chadband clause. Why are we act- 
ing in this way? The right honourable 
Gentleman will succeed—although we 
shall take good care that the clause will 
be a failure—in placing it on the Sta- 
tute Book. He attempts to make the 
representatives of the starving consti- 
tuents pay. In my own constituency 
even in the best of times we have to pay 
between 8s. and 9s. in the £, and how 
could the county council, in times of 
exceptional distress, possibly sanction 
any increase in the rates on the county 
at large. This is done for the nurpose 
of making their homes, miserable as 
they are at present, still more in- 
tolerable to the Irish people. He says it 
will decrease the population in the con- 
gested districts. This is the first time 
I have ever heard it declared that the 
effect of a clause would be to decrease 
the population. It certainly will make 
the population extremely uncomfortable, 
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and make the conditions of life in the 
congested districts still more oppressive. 
There is one passage in this Bill—sub- 
section 2—which, perhaps, intends to 
lighten that burden, but in reality it 
confers no benefit upon the people. I 
am ashamed to see such a section placed 
upon the Statute Book. It repeals the 
quarter-acre clause which is stated in the 
Bill to have been passed in 1861. That 
is an accurate statement, but it does 
not explain the position to the House. 
That clause was passed in 1846, and it 
was incorporated in another Bill in 
1861. In 1846 the Irish peasantry were 
expelled from their homes owing to the 
famine. So great was this, that they 
were denied the relief of the workhouse 
—acll who had over a quarter of an acre 
of holding. The people were forced into 
the workhouse in order that the Irish 
landlords should have a free hand to 
abolish their little holdings. There is, 
under this clause, a special provision 
which enables, under certain conditions, 
and with the sanction of the Local 
Government Board—who are net re- 
sponsible at all—the poor to receive cut- 
door relief without the shame and de- 
gradation of going into the workhouse. 
It says that the Local Governnent 
Board can, of their own free will, refuse 
relief to any class among the poor, The 
meaning of that is that the Local 
Government Board can refuse relief to 
evicted tenants. I will not discuss that 
further; I only show how the clause 
works to the detriment of the poor. I 
challenge any honourable Gentleman 
irom Ireland to get up manfully and 
say that he approves of this clause. Not 
one of them will do it. The right 
honourable Gentleman has not had a 
single letter, except, perhaps, from some 
resident magistrate, approving of this 
clause. Is it the right honourable 
Gentleman's ambition, he being placed 
in the accidental circumstances of being 
able to control the Irish administration, 
to attempt to vivisect the Irish people, 
and the poorest of them all? 


*Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., S.): 
The honourable and learned Member 
who has just sat down challenges any 
of us on this side of the House to express 
approval of this clause. As the clause 
originally stood, I did not approve of 
Mr. MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 
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it, but as it is proposed to be amended, 
I do distinctly approve of it, and I think 
it will be a valuable clause, for this 
reason. The question before the House 
appears to me to be an extremely simple 
one. The whole question is—in the 
event of these famines occurring, ought 
there to be local responsibility, not in 
dealing with the cause of these famines, 
but in dealing with the famines them- 
selves? 


Mr. DAVITT: Why not deal with 


the cause? 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: 


another matter. 
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That is quite 
We are not dealing 
with the cause of the temporary 
conditions. Well, Sir, as 1 said, 
the whole question is—is the Govern- 
ment, either under the existing law, 
or under such a scheme as they 
might introduce for dealing with it, to 
act independently of the local authority, 
or are they to enforce the responsibility 
of the local authority? I do not see 
how it is possible to ignore the local 
authority, or to act independently of 
them. I cannot see any sénse of making 
the local authority responsible, without 
making them contributory. Now, if that 
is once admitted, the whole question is: 
what is to be the area of local responsi- 
bility? The Chief Secretary considers 
that the area at present is too small, 
and I entirely agree with him. 
Honourable Members opposite _ say, 
“If you are going to extend the 
area it, would be much fairer to 
extend the contribution to the whole of 
Ireland”; but it seems to me that if 
their objection is that the Irish contri- 
bution will have to be exhausted before 
this Parliament will contribute from Im- 
perial funds, then there can be no reason, 
from their point of view, for enlarging 
the area of local contribution more than 
we can possibly help. ‘The Chief Secre- 
tary is anxious to enlarge the area of 
local contribution, not for the sake of 
obtaining more money, but for the sake 
of obtaining more assistance in dealing 
with this problem. He has told us that 
the limit of 5d., which the county pays, 
is to be strictly regarded not as a mini- 
mum, but as a maximum contribution. 
I can very well imagine that in the case 
of exceptional famine the county council 
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might represent to this House that the 
demands on the county were so large 
that it was not fair to ask them to deal 
with the distress in this area, and 
Parliament in such an instance would 
very likely not ask for a contribution 
at all. Honourable Members opposite 
prophecy that the county councils will 
refuse to contribute anything at all. I 
do not think that will be the case. I 
think, on the other hand, that the county 
councils will have a real desire to deal 
with the causes in a permanent way, and 
so far as temporary relief is concerned, 
will be very glad in many cases to co- 
operate with the Government to the 
extent of some contribution. I regret very 
much that the matter cannot be dealt 
with in a cool and businesslike manner. 
Honourable Members opposite who live 
in these districts know well, and have 
often stated in this House—and the 
honourable Member for South Mayo has 
expressed the same view, I think, in a 
letter to the 7'imes this morning—that 
these recurring periods of distress and 
of a_ relief system are _ intolerably 
demoralising. Well, that undoubtedly is 
true, and I hold that the Government 
relief, administered with the very 
greatest care, is far more demoralising 
than any charitable relief. That, I 
believe, will be generally admitted. I 
think this clause as it is proposed to be 
amended will be a useful clause, and I 
do not think there is any fear that it will 
be abused. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Mr. 
Speaker, there is one remark that has 
fallen from the right honourable Gentle- 
man with which I am disposed to agree— 
namely, as to the demoralising effect of 
recurring relief upon the people of Ire. 
land. I have some experience in these 
matters, and for my own part I am sur- 
prised that the people of Ireland in some 
districts are not more demoralised than 
they have been where relief has been 
given. I remember when there was great 
distress in my own district, and I was 
asked by a Protestant clergyman to dis- 
tribute relief. I did it to the best of 
my ability, and I remember that a case 
came under my notice in which we offered 
relief and the people refused it, and 
referred us to other families in greater 
distress. In another case, where the 
goods of the people had all been pawned, 
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we went and offered relief, and their 
answer to us I shall never forget. It was, 
“ Our forefathers have never received any 
relief from any person, and we will go 
to our graves without receiving relief 
now.” I say, therefore, knowing tl e con- 
dition of the people of Ireland t» some 
extent in the west and in the south, that 
I am surprised that they are not more 
demoralised in many cases. Now, the 
Chief Secretary complained last night 
that no fresh arguments had _ been 
adduced by the honourable Member for 
Mayo in support of the Motion he has 
made. Well, I think anyone who has 
followed the Debates which have taken 
place on this clause in Committee will 
acknowledge that the arguments put for- 
ward by my honourable Friend and by 
his friends have been left absolutely un- 
answered, and consequentiy the same 
arguments are put forward again. With 
regard to the replies which the right 
honourable Gentleman has given to those 
arguments, I think we may return the 
compliment and say that he has brought 
forward no fresh arguments whatsoever. 
He is as able as any of his predecessors 
to make black white on this point from 
his point of view, and if he failed to do 
so he would be absolutely unfit for the 
position he occupies. I remember that 
in the Debate we had last week several 
honourable Gentlemen who spoke upon 
that subject wished to show that as much 
acute distress existed in many parts of 
this country as in Ireland. Well, Sir, I 
do not intend to go into that question 
at present, but I think we might submit 
one standard and say, if acute distress 
prevails in many parts of England, will 
the people be prepared to work for 5s. 
a week as they are in the West of Ire- 
land? It is notorious that, while many 
people deny that distress exists in the 
West of Ireland, the right honourable 
Gentleman is able to get at the present 
day and hour as many people as he cares 


to employ for from 3s. to 6s. a week, . 


and these men, who are able-bodied men, 
are prepared to tramp long distances to 
their work and from their work. If that 
is not proof of acute distress in those 
parts of Ireland, I do not know what 
other test you could apply. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, I for my own part, and I think 
most of my colleagues, object in toto to 
this clause; and why! Because it 
enables the Imperial Parliament to shirk 
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its responsibility, and put on a people 
already ground down by taxation the 
onus of supporting the poor. This is a 
nice proof of the goodness of your rule. 
It is, in fact, a standing reproof to your 
rule, that now, after governing Ireland 
from this House for so many sears, 
we cannot have a summer a little more 
wet than an ordinary summer without 
thousands and tens of thousands of the 
people on the western seaboard and in 
other parts of the West and South of 
Ireland being driven to the verge of 
starvation. It is a nice commentary on 
the action of this richest of countries and 
richest of Parliaments that at this day, 
after so many years of your misgovern- 
ment, the partial failure of one crop 
places our people not merely on the 
verge of starvation, but actually in star- 
vation. Mr. Speaker, what is the remedy 
proposed’ We are bound to have famine 
in Ireland under the existing state of 
things, and we have from time to time 
pointed out to you that, if you wish to 
stop this chronic state of poverty and 
famine, you will have to go to the root 
of this question, and place the people 
on plots of ground which will support 
them. You have refused to do that, and 
you say the present state of things must 
go on. Well, if the present state of 
things goes on we are bound to have 
these periodical famines and the neces- 
sity of giving relief to the people. At 
present we have some sort of argument 
for applying to the right honourable 
Gentleman for relief in cases of distress. 
This House may pretend to be respon- 
sible for the support of the people, but 
we can well foresee the plausible excuses 
that will be dished up. If famine occurs 
in Ireland in the future it will be said 
that the ratepayers of the locality have 
not come to the assistance of their fellow- 
countrymen, and there will be official 
reports to the effect that the distress has 
been exaggerated. Now what is the con- 
dition of affairs in the West of Ireland? 
A peasant with a holding valued under 
£4 nominally pays no poor rates. I say 
nominally, because anybody who knows 
anything about the condition of Ireland 
is aware that provision is always made 
for the poor rate in the amount of rent 
which has to be paid to the landlord. 
Those who are valued at £4 and upwards 
at present are liable to pay poor rates. 
What difference is there, I ask, between 


Mr. Power. 


Local Government 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 708 


a man valued at £3 10s. and a man 
valued at £4 10s.? Little or no 
difference ; but in the Amendment to the 
clause supported by the Government. you 
ask men almost as poor as those who: 
do not directly pay the poor rate at 
present to support equally poor people. 
I may be told that the Government has: 
put in as a saving clause the 5d. limit, 
and that in extreme cases the generous 
Imperial Parliament will come to the 
assistance of the Irish ratepayers. Well, 
Sir, that is not my experience of the 
Imperial Parliament. We are told that 
it was the duty in former days of this: 
Parliament to prevent people in Ireland 
from dying of starvation. It was their 
duty, but how did they fulfil it? In 
1848, 1849, and 1850 the people were 
dying in thousands and tens of thousands, 
while the coffers of this great Parliament 
overflowed and the granaries of the worid 
overflowed, but still this Parliament did 
not do its duty, for it let the Irish. 
peasants die in ditches like dogs. in my 
own locality, and in every locality, carts: 
went round every morning to pick up the 
bodies of men, women, and children who 
had died of starvation in the ditches and 
lanes of the country, while this great 
Imperial Parliament, with its overflowing 
coffers, looked on with absolute indiffer- 
ence. I do mot believe this 5d. limit: 
will work in Ireland. We all know that 
the Government is very tactful in finding 
loopholes and back doors to escape from 
their responsibilities. We have seen. 
them when convicted of robbing Ireland 
cringing and complaining to the British 
public that their own tribunal to whick 
they had referred their case was not 
fairly constituted, and had been unfair 
to this rich country. However we look 
upon it, I think we are bound to dis- 
approve of this clause, which, as I said 
before, enables the Imperial Government 
to shirk their duty, and to put on the 
shoulders of the poor ratepayers much of 
the relief of the poverty which their own 
bad laws have produced in Ireland. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 


N.): Mr. Speaker, having argued 
strongly against this clause when the 
Bill was in Committee, I should not 
have spoken in opposition to it at 
this stage were it not for the obser- 
vations which were made by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
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South Dublin. I confess that I was 
very sorry to hear him, as an Irish 
representative, giving the authority of 
his sanction to this most objectionable 
clause—objectionable in every sense of 
the word. My honourable and learned 
friend the Member for South Donegal 
has in a very severe and incisive manner 
criticised the clause, and in every word 
of that criticism [ venture to say I alto- 
gether agree. How, Sir, the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
South Dublin can say that this is a good 
«clause for Ireland, knowing as he does 
the wants and necessities of the country, 
passes my understanding, and I do not 
know how the constituency which he has 
the honour to represent will receive his 
observations on this occasion. It is a 
most vicious clause, and it will not relieve 
distress, whether exceptional or other- 
wise, because it is altogether voluntary 
on the part of guardians as to whether 
they put this clause in motion or not. I 
have no hesitation in saying that there 
is no union in Ireland in which the 
guardians would ever venture to act 
upon that clause in the case of excep- 
tional distress, because the meaning of it 
would be to call upon poor ratepayers in 
some of the poorest parts of Ireland to 
contribute to the starving inhabitants, 
who are wholly incapable of doing so. 
Whenever it is proposed to put the pro- 
vision in force public opinion will be so 
strong in Ireland that no guardians could 
safely venture to take such a step, and 
people will consequently continue to 
starve just as before. Tnen the English 
Government will be able to point to the 
clause, and say, “ Before you come to us 
for assistance you must put in force 
such and such a clause, whatever it may 
be called—Balfour’s clause or Plunkett's 
clause; if that fails, and the people are 
starving, then it will be time enough to 
ome: to us.” 





*Mr. PLUNKETT: I may point out to 
tthe right honourable Gentleman that I 
‘am not the parent of this clause, nor of 
‘any other part of the Bill. 


*Mr. Sprveant HEMPHILL: The right 
honourable Gentleman is the gossip or 
the sponsor of the clause, not the parent. 
My great objection to the clause is that 
it will be perfectly inoperative, so 
far as the relief of distress is con- 
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cerned, and it will afford an excuse 
to the Government for the time being to 
withhold assistance. Why should any 
particular portion of the country be made 
to pay for what is called exceptional dis- 
tress? If there is a famine or a pesti- 
lence in any part of the Empire, is not 
that a misfortune and affliction that 
ought to be met out of Imperial sources, 
and not out of local sources? It is 
against all our ideas of government, it is 
against all our conceptions of the prin- 
ciples of taxation, that if a country is 
laid waste either by a plague or otherwise 
that that plague is only to be met locally, 
and the Empire at large is not to bear in 
any sense the burden of it. What is 
happening now is what happened in 1846 
and 1847 by the visitation of Provi- 
dence. We find that four millions were 
advanced by the Government in 1846, 
and even that sum was condoned by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1853. It is suggested that 
under clause 3 some relief is given to 
what is otherwise so objectionable. But 
that is no relief. Clause 3 says that half 
the rate is to be levied on the county at 
large. Why should it be levied on the 
county at large? We know where these 
| congested districts are, and we know 
where these famines prevail. They pre 
vail in counties like Galway, in counties 
like Kerry, in counties like Mayo. Why 
should persons living in counties where 
starvation exists contribute more than 
persons living in any other part of the 
|country? Then it is said that there is 
an Amendment which will somewhat cure 
the effect of this particular clause— 
namely, that the maximum rates levied 
on the county at large shall not 
exceed 5d.; but it does not say that the 
maximum rate levied on a particular 
union shall not exceed 5d. As I read 
the clause there is nothing to prevent 
a union going beyond the limits. If 
that is not the meaning of the clause, I 
must say it is very badly expressed in 
| words. But I pass from that. If it were 
necessary, by way of a set-off against the 
£750,000, the amount of the agricuitural 
grant, to say to some of the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s followers on the other 
side of the House, “In future you will 
not be called upon to relieve the starving 
Irishmen,’ then why not have a rate 
in aid over all Ireland? Such a rate 


in aid we had several years ago, as the 
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right honourable and learned Gentleman 
will remember, and at the present 
moment there is, I think, under one of the 
Public Health Acts, or the Contagious 
Diseases Act, power to levy a halfpenny 
rate all over the country for a local pur- 
pose. Under these circumstances, I 
could not be content to give a silent vote 
on this question. I feel it my duty to 
enter my protest, especially when I was 
reminded by the speech of the right 
honourable Member for South Dublin of 
what Swift once said— 

“That if you want to get an Irishman 


roasted, you must get another Irishman to 
turn the spit.” 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University): I 
wish to associate myself emphatically 
with the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin. 
In my opinion it was a most true and 
most courageous speech, and the attack 
upon it to which we have just listened 
from the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for North Tyrone 
seems to me to reflect a good deal more 
discredit on the right honourable Gentle- 
man himself than on the right honour- 
able Gentleman who is sitting near me 
It seems to me that 


Local Government 


{Mr. Plunkett]. 
there is still a great deal to be done for 
the relief of constantly-recurring distress 


in the West of Ireland. But the first 
and most essential thing is that local 
opinion and the interests of local bodies 
should be in favour of removing people 
from the kind of land which cannot by 
any possibility support them. It is 
a simple fact that a large population in | 
the West of Ireland are living on such | 
land. Something has been done to alle- 
viate the matter by the light railways, 
which have given them a new market. 
A little more may be done in the same 
direction, and by developing local indus- 
tries, but as long as public feeling in the 
country is in favour of keeping them 
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there there will be constantly reeurring 
distress and constantly recurring de- 
mands for new doles. As long as local 
feeling is opposed to their removal there 
can be no radical cure. I think this 
clause will have a powerful effect in con- 
verting the local bodies in these districts, 
and that, limited as it is by the Amend- 
ment which the Government has intro- 


duced, it is likely to work well. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
speeches of the right honourable Gentle- 
men opposite, the Members for South 
Dublin and Dublin University, encourage 
the hope that an Amendment to divide 
the extra fivepence between owner and 
occupier will be adopted. I am sure the 
right honourable Gentlemen will not 
object to paying an extra 2}d. in the 
£ to meet exceptional distress. The 
effect of this clause will be that the 
Government will not admit the existence 
of exceptional distress. There are, how- 
ever, other ways in which the distress 
might have been relieved. You might 
have given the Dublin taxes, which are 
enforced in that constituency from hack- 
ney carmen and others, to. the relief of 
distress. ‘The tendency, however, is to 
leave all the money which is now 
diverted out of Irish pockets into the 
Imperial Exchequer for the benefit of 
John Bull. But, Sir, if I were an Irish 
landlord, or an Irish Conservative, I 
would try to take an Irish line. You 
can take an Irish line and a Conservative 
line. But I do not think the Irish Con- 
servatives have always seen what their 
own interest is. Certainly no Irish line 
would consent to a clause which would 
give the English minority excuse when- 
ever money is demanded for distress ix 
Ireland to be able to say, “ You must 
first contribute to its alleviation your- 
selves by subscribing out of the rates.” 
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The House divided :—Ayes 2 


17; Noes 
129.—{Division List No. 199.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Ho 


Barnes, Frederi 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. R. (Inverness) 


Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch.) 


Banbury, Frederick George 


Barry, RtHnAH Smith-(Huntsp 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamire 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristolp 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M.. 
Biddulph, Michael 


n.G. W.(Leeds) 
c Gorell 
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gwood, James 
Blondel, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) * 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. A. E 


Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill. Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. | 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H 
Cox, Robert 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, RtHnGN(Lanes,S.W.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 

Edwards, Gen. Sir James B. | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Kdward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manc’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 





Foster, Harry S. (Suffoik) | 
Fry, Lewis | 
Gallow ay, William Johnson 


Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. ee 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. (C.ofL.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 





Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 


| Knowles, Lees 


Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
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Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hall, Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Ll G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Herner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Auustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Hozier, Hon. Jam2s Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edw‘a 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W.Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenrick, William 
Kenyon, James 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lafone, Alfred 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn. ) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. 1 


Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liver,)’:) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Puller 
Lowe, Francis W: ‘liam 
Lowles, John 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell. William 
McCalmont, Maj-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
McIver, Sir Lewis 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Mowbray, Rt. Hon. Sir John 





NOES. 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott | 
Billson, Alfred 
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Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir y She 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]} 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe} 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras} 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’rsh., N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham- Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
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Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron. Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 


Another Amendment proposed— 
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Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA(Qu’n’sC.) 
McCartan, Michael 
McEwan, William 

M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mappin, Sir F. Thorpe 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
| Molloy, Bernard Charles 
| Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montr’se) 
Morris, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


| O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 








(Ireland) Biil. 


Price, Robert John 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
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Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wayman, Thomas 

Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 


| Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 


Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJ'l' | Hudd’rsf’!d) 


| Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
MacNeill. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 


“Page 9, line 2, after ‘large,’ insert ‘so, 
however, that the total amount of such expenii- 
ture levied off the county at large in any one 
year shall not exceed a sum equal to fivepence 
in the pound on the rateable value of the 
county.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member for East Mayo 
has indicated that this limitation of five- 
pence makes the clause worse, but this 
provision, I may point out, has been 
made in order to meet the objections 





Amendment— 


“To leave out the word ‘fivepence,’ and 


insert ‘one penny.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Mr. DILLON: We have been told 
that it is not intended to go up 
to the limit of fivepence. That is 
the only shadow of justification. for 
this clause, which we might fairly 
describe in view of the present condition 
of the people as a semi-starvation clause 
intended to see how near you can bring 


which the honourable Member himself ithe wretched people in the west of Ire- 


. {land to starvation without actually caus- 
h ade. : a y 
as made. I repeat that fivepence in | Now the only pretence 


: : ‘ing a scandal. 
the pound is not intended to be the |of a reason which the right honourable 


measure of what is to be expended by |Gentleman has given for this clause is 
the county councils before the Treasury |that he finds it necessary in pursuance 
comes to the assistance off the local |of his policy this year—a policy which 
authorities in periods of distress, but it |has been condemned absolutely unani- 
merely represents the maximum beyond imously in Ireland, and which has, as far 
which taxation under this clause should as I can judge, but scant support in this 
not go. |House—he thinks it necessary to do 











‘is 
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what he describes as fixing a share of the 
responsibility upon them. Now, if that 
is all he desires he could do that 
by a penny rate just as well as a 
fivepenny rate. Now, Sir, is it not 
enough in years of exceptional distress 
to satisfy the right honourable Gentle 
man’s doctrinaire hobby with which he 
is so enamoured, to absolve these dis- 
tricts of £5,000 a year in the county of 
Cork, and is it necessary that he must 
reserve the power to tax them to the 
extent of fivepence in the pound! It 
will be £6,000 a year in the county of 
Mayo, and £9,000 a year in the county 
of Cork. As the right honourable 
Gentleman said when we pointed it out 
before, if it is to be a rate in aid, it 
ought to be extended over the whole 
country. Now, I am no advocate of a 
rate in aid, for I think the prin- 
ciple is a vicious one; and once you 
admit that these are cases of exceptional 
distress, and no cases of ordinary dis- 
tress, you establish an incontrovertible 
ease for Imperial concern and Imperial 
interference. If you are going to have a 
rate made at all, I want to know upon 
what principle of common sense—about 
which we heard a great deal in the House 
last night—upon what principle of jus- 
tice, are you going to fix a rate in aid? 
Upon what principle are you going to 
fine those districts which are most 
heavily struck ‘by this distress? This 
proposal is positively grotesque, and if 
there is to be a rate in aid it should be 
arate in aid all round. It has been said 
that if you extend the limit beyond the 
county that you dislocate the whole sys- 
tme of the poor law. Are you not dis- 
locating the whole system of the poor 
law by this proposal? I do not see it 
at all. What is local responsibilitv? You 
may call Ireland local responsibility just 
as much as the county of Galway, or th 
county of Cork. The people a hundred 
miles away are more tied to the district. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin was very gene- 
rous with this matter because he knew 
perfectly well that this would never put 
a single penny on his constituents, who 
are well able to bear their burdens com- 
pared with the unfortunate people that 
we represent. In a matter of this kind 
we ought to be treated comparatively 
lightly. We speak for the people who 
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will have to bear these burdens, and who 
will feel the bitterness from experience 
of the burden that will be put upon them. 
‘the right honourable Gentleman had 
said that any further extension of the 
area of local responsibility would be in- 
consistent with the system of the poor 
law. Now wat argument is absolutely 
destructive of the whole principle of the 
clause, and condemns in the strongest 
possible way the conduct of the Govern- 
ment in bringing this clause into the Bill 
at all. Here we have got a Bill dealing 
not at all with the poor law, and by the 
Amendment which the right honourable 
Gentleman is moving he is to introduce 
a totally novel and unknown system 
which was never heard of before in con- 
nection with the poor law administra- 
tion—that is levying of a fivepenny rate 
in aid of exceptional distress to be ad- 
ministered through the poor law. This 
proposal is going altogether outside the 
scope of the Bill, and I really doubt. 
whether, if this question had been raised 
at the proper time whether it would not 
have been ruled out of order. It is a 
clause enacting a change in the whole 
principle of the poor law in a Bill which 
does not profess to deal or interfere with 
the poor law at all. Therefore I think 
that the argument of the right honour. 
able Gentleman is directed against his 
own clause, and is a very strong 
argument against the clause in its 
present shape. Sir, we heard just 
now a speech in favour of the 
Amendment from the honourable 
Member for Trinity College in which he 
was exceedingly generous at the expense 
of the unfortunate starving poor wretches 
who, in the best of years, have great 
difficulty in keeping their heads fairly 
above water; and I noticed, when the 
honourable and learned Member for 
Louth suggested that the owners 
of land might bear half of the cost, the 
enthusiasm of the honourable Member 
for Trinity College disappeared, and his 
countenance became rather solemn. The 
honourable Member said that there was 
no real remedy for this condition of 
things so long as there exists a body of 
men who desire these unfortunate people 
to live on land of such a character that 
it is impossible for them to get a living 
on it or to live on it without being re- 
duced to starvation year after year. Well, 
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Sir, but this land, bad as it is, 
is heavily rented, and this very 
year these very occupiers have been 
dragged out of their miserable homes to 
pay considerable rents for this valueless 
land. And now the proposal of this in- 
telligent Government is that in addition 
to leaving them there—because how can 
these people leave that land unless the 
Government produce some machinery by 
which they can be placed on better hold- 
ings—in this starving condition, paying 
high rents for the land which has beea 
described as worthless by the honourable 
Member for Trinity College, they are 
going to throw upon this most wretch>d 
population in the United Kingdom the 
burden and responsibility of providinz 
for extraordinary distress in order to 
carry out the policy which the right 
honourable Gentleman has been pursuinz 
in connection with the present distress, 
a policy which has been condemned in 
every part of Ireland, as heartless and 
cruel in the extreme. We know per- 
fectly well the Member for South Tyrone 
has properly and accurately described 
what will really be the operation of this 
clause. This clause is not indeed for tha 
purpose of providing the right honour- 
able Gentleman 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not in order in 
discussing that at this stage. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I will reserve my 
observations until the question is put 
that the clause be added to the Bill. 
I say if the right honourable Gentleman’s 
object be—and it is the only object 
I have been able to extract from ais 
speeches—to carry out this theory of his, 
then, I say, he can attain that 
object by levying a rate of one penny 
as well as by a fivepenny rate, and in 
order to test his bond fides, I shall 
move, as an Amendment to his Amend- 
ment, to leave out the word “ fivepence,” 
and insert “one penny.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member moves this Amend- 
ment in order to test my bond fides. It 
is obvious that the arguments used by 
him to reduce it from fivepence to a 

Mr. Diilon. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 720 


penny might be used to reduce it from a 
penny to an eighth of a penny. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Or increase it 
from fivepence to five shillings. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It would be 
most unwise to place the amount so low 
as a penny, as in the case of the council 
exhausting the amount which under the 
clause it might raise. it would be pre 
cluded from acting in a case of necessity 
during a later period of the year. Sir, 
that the amount at which the minimum 
is placed should be a substantial one I 
think is clear. However, I shall be pre- 
pared to reduce the minimum to some 
thing lower than fivepence, but a penny 
is too low—say, threepence. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
halfpence. 


Make it three 


Mr. JORDAN: Make it twopence. 
Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): 


This clause provides, in the first 
place, for a certain expenditure, which 
is to be incurred by the guardians, 
and to the amount of that expen- 
diture there is no limit at all. It then 
goes on to provide that the limit shall 
be taken from the county at large, and 
then the right honourable Gentleman 
provides that the total amount to be 
levied in any one year shall not exceed 
5d. in the £ on the rateable value 
of the county. ‘he fourth sub-section 
then provides that the guardians may 
borrow—there are three interpretations 
that could be put on the sections—and it 
might be possible that this is to be taken 
as a limit of the expenditure, and that 
the guardians are not to spend under this 
section more than what would amount to 
10d. in the £ on the rates of the 
county at large. I fail to see why the 
right honourable Gentleman puts in the 
words “shall be levied off the county at 
large.” If I have the meaning of these 
words correctly they mean that no matter 
what the guardians spend, one-half must 
be levied off the county at large. There- 
fore, the meaning of these words is this 
—that there is no possibility of the 
Imperial contribution exceeding the 
amount levied off the county at large. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 
nothing in the clause to prevent the 
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Mr. VESEY KNOX: The section pro- 
vides for expenditure by the guardians, 
and that includes all the expenditure by 
the guardians. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Certainly 


80. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: But so far as the 
work is done by the guardians, it is pro- 
vided for hy this section. The Govern- 
ment can use the police force to give out 
the relief, and I can hardly suppose that 
the Chief Secretary intended that there 
should be two administrative bodies 
carrying out relief at the same time. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
no question of that. 


There is 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The expenditure 
is incurred by the guardians, in the first 
instance, and we have it provided that 
one-half of this expenditure shall be 
levied off the county at large. Accord- 
ing to the construction of these words it 
might seem that one-half of all the ex- 
penditure of the guardians was to be 
levied off the county at large. Now, 
the Chief Secretary wished to introduce 
words which would provide that the ex- 
penditure to be levied off the county 
was not to exceed 5d. in the £. He 
suggests 3d. in the £ now—that is 
the total amount in any one year, and 
when we take that in connection with the 
borrowing powers, 1 do not see that there 
is anything to prevent the guardians bor- 
rowing a very considerable sum, and 
that sum being levied off the county at 
large. Ido not know if the Chief Secre- 
tary means by these words that the ex- 
penditure in any one year which may 
be levied off the county at large is 
not to exceed 3d. in the £, but if he 
does he ought to say so. I venture to 
think that if the clause came to be. con- 
strued by the Local Government Board, 
that it would present enormous diffi- 
culties, and that neither the board of 
guardians nor the ratepayers would in 
the least understand its provisions. 


Mr. JORDAN: Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know on what basis the Chief Secretary 
arrived at the fivepenny rate, or on what 
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ance of those in need from the very 
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basis he subsequently arrived at three 
pence. My honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for East Mavo said he would be 
willing to accept a penny rate. 


Mr. DILLON: No, I did not say so. 


Mr. JORDAN: Well, you moved to 
substitute a penny for threepence, and 
actions speak louder than words; we 
have an axiom in our part of the country, 
when we are making a bargain, to split 
the difference. In this case I suggest 
that the Chief Secretary should split the 
difference with the honourable Member 
for East Mayo, and make it twopence, 
which, I think, would answer all the 


purposes. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): My honourable Friend who 
has just spoken is, I think, a little mis- 
taken in his commentary on the Amend- 
ment of my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for East Mayo. My honourable 
Friend, in proposing a penny, did not 
accept it as fair, but he thought a penny 
was the reducible minimum to which he 
could get the Chief Secretary to assent. 
I am very glad that the Chief Secretary 
came down to threepence, but I should 
be glad if he could come a little lower. 
My honourable Friend will go to a Divi- 
sion on this question, I hope, because we 
are bound to oppose this monstrous pro- 
posal. I really find a little difficulty in 
speaking calmly of a proposal which I 
dislike so much. The idea of trying to 
raise £6,000 from a county like Mayo, 
where the people are starving, is a mon- 
strous proposal. Well, even the three- 
penny rate will mean £3,200. If any- 
one made that proposal with regard to a 
poor county in England, he would be 
laughed at. At this moment actually 
every tendency of legislation in England 
is in the opposite direction to that pro- 
posed for Ireland by the right honour- 
able Gentleman; I might also say that. 
Session after Session proposals are intro- 
duced and passed, the whole effect of 
which is to equalise the rates between 
the poor parts and the rich parts of 
London. In other words, why should not 
the district of St. George’s pay a portion 
of the expenses of St. Giles’: and in the 
same way why should not the district of 
St. George in England pay a proportign 
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ef the expenses of the St. Giles’ poor in 
Zreland? 


Lorpv E. FITZMAURICE: I should 
like to know exactly what is the proposal 
before the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Before the 
question is put I take it that the mean- 
ing of the clause, if embodied as part 
of the Bill, will give the county council 
power to levy a special rate not exceed- 
ing 5d. in the £ to meet distress in 
any particular district of Ireland. I 
would like to call the attention of the 
Chief Secretary to the position of Kerry 
in regard to the matter. On a valua- 
tion of Kerry of £294,496 a rate of dd. 
would mean an extra levy of £6,000 on 
the ratepayers of the county of Kerry. 
ff the House will take into consideration 
that, from the latest Government Returns, 
the present average rate in the county 
of Kerry is 7s. 53d. in the £, 1 
would like to know from the Chief Secre- 
tary how he is going to show that tne 
ratepayers in that county can still contri- 
bute 5d. in the £ to meet exceptional 
er extraordinary distress. Some districts, 
like my own, have only a rate to pay of 
from 6s. to 7s. in the £. It is a 
monstrous thing, in my opinion, that 
any Government should expect a county 
like Kerry or Mayo, or any of the 
western counties of Ireland, to contribute 
the rate now asked. I might say that 
several unions I know in the county of 
Kerry are already in a bankrupt con- 
dition. It is utterly impossible, Mr. 
Speaker, from the knowledge which Irish 
Members possess, for them to vote for 
this proposal, seeing what a struggle it 
is for these poor people to even eke 
out an existence. With flour at 35s., 
36s., and 37s. a sack 


AN HONOURABLE MemsBer: No, no! 


Mr. FLAVIN: It is the truth, and 1 
know it, because I happen to be con- 


nected with the trade. I know the price 
and the lowest price, and it is owing to 
the refusal of the Government to inter- 
fere with the railway management. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. FLAVIN: I merely wished to illus- 
trate my point, Sir, by showing the con- 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 
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dition of the poor people, and that, in 
such circumstances, with the price of 
flour at such a height, it is impossible 
for them to contribute this 5d. in the 
£, when it is as much as they can do to 
keep from starvation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is proposed to 
leave out “fivepence,” in order to insert 
“one penny.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Before the 
House decides this point, I think there 
should be an understanding come to 
first as to whether 3d. would be accepted 
or not. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: On the point 
of order, I should like to know, Sir, 
whether the right honourable Gentleman 
is going to insist on his Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that 
“fivepence” stand part of the clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely the right 
honourable Gentleman can tell us 
whether he is going to stick to 5d. or 
not} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As amodifi- 
cation, 3d. was proposed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Let us strike out 
the 5d. unanimously. There need be no 
Division as to that. Then we can discuss 
what the ultimate figure is to be. 


Mr. PINKERTON: My honourable 
Friend seems to have been paying a 
tribute to the glorious and immortal 
memory of William III. I expect, in 
common fairness and in common decency, 
that every landlord from Ireland, unless 
he is prepared to contribute 3d., or, at 
any rate, 23d, in the £ should 
refrain from voting. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone Mid): I 
think, Sir, that the Chief Secretary owes 
it to himself and to the House that he 
should exhibit some business aptitude in 
these matters. Why does he lay such 
obstacles in the way of the passing of 
the Bill? If this Measure is to be 
passed the Chief Secretary should stick 
to a definite line of conduct. That is 
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why I say the Chief Secretary owes it to 
himself and to the House to take up 
the position of a statesman in regard to 
this matter. 


Mr. MONK (Gloucester) supported the 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As there 
seems to be some confusion, Sir, I would 
like to say that the position now taken 
up is this: the original proposal of the 
honourable Member in opposition to this 
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to consider it. WhatI want is to obviate 
any discussion which will unnecessarily 
prolong the consideration of this part of 
the Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: I could not consent to 
withdraw my opposition to even a 3d. 
rate ; but if the right honourable Gentle- 
man will abandon his 5d. rate and move 
3d. instead, we can take a Division. 


Question put— 





clause was that 


substituted for “ fivepence.” 
suggested that 
pence” should be the amount. 
I understand it, if “ fivepence 
out, the question before the House will | 


concession, I 


“a penny” should be 





Then, as a 
“three 
Now, as 

is struck 


, 


“That ‘fivepence’ stand part of the clause,” 
and negatived without a Division. 
Question put— 


“‘ That ‘threepence’ be inserted in the clause 


be that “threepence” stands part of the | instead of ‘ fivepence.’” 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 





| O'Connor, T. P. 
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| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| 
| 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) ; 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 


' Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 


Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
| Waring, Col. Thomas 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Faikirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore’sh., N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 


| Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qu’n'sC) 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, S.) 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 


| Mandeville, J. Francis 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Molloy, Bernard Charles 


Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morris, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 


| Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
| O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
(Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
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Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 


Wilson, J. 
Question put— 


“ That those words be there inserted— 
“so, however, that the total amount of such 
expenditure levied off the county at large in 
any one year shall not exceed a sum equal to 
threepence in the pound on the rateable value 
of the county.” 


Words, as amended, inserted. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 21, after ‘Lord Lieutenant’ 
insert ‘and the secretary of the county council 
were the clerk of the peace.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 22, after ‘ justices’ insert ‘ and 
the clerk of the peace.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 9, line 33, leave out sub-section 
(5) of clause 13.’"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sir, it seems to 
me that when once you have fixed the 
salary of a coroner there is no reason 
jor excluding him from both county and 
aistricu councils. I would suggest to the 
Government that he might be elected, or 
that he might be co-opted. The prohibi- 
tion is very strong, because he is not 
even to be allowed to be co-opted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment is to 
leave out sub-section (5). 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: To save time, you 
may as well put my other Amendment 
too. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 34, leave out ‘or district.’” 
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Thomas, A. (Carmarthen) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wayman, Thomas 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
(Durham, Mid) 
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{ Wilson, John (Govan) 
| Woodall, William 

| Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
| Woods, Samuel 

| Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 

| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
MacNeill. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Sir, I cannot accept 
the Amendment, because, if carried, 
it would have a most objectionable 
effect. The coroner for a county 
will be the servant of the county 
council, who will appoint and who will 
nay him. In those circumstances, it 
would be absurd that he should be a 
member of the body of which he is @ 
servant. The same objection holds good 
in regard to his acting as a district 
councillor. The county council have to 
exercise control over the district council. 
They have to agree with, or reject, many 
of its proposals; they have to approve 
of its expenditure in some instances. To 
have a member of a district council 
opposing, or rather instigating a district 
ccuucil of which he is a member to be 
in conflict with a body whose servant he 
is would surely be a most improper thing. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will not press 


| the matter, though I think it is rather 


hard. Can he be a member of a board 


| of guardians! 





Mr. ATKINSON: This clause does not 
disqualify him. 


Amendments withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 34, at end, add— 
“The salary of every coroner shall be in 
lieu of all sums which otherwise would be 
payable to him for fees, mileage, and allow- 
ances, and shall be fixed with the approval of 
the Local Government Board by the county 
or borough council by whom the salary is pay- 
able, or in default of the same being so fixed, 
then by the Local Government Board, and 
shall not be subject to increase or diminution 
during his tenure of office: provided that—(a) 
nothing in this section shall deprive the coroner 
of the right to be repaid expenses and dis- 
bursements lawfully made by him on the 
holding of any inquest; and (b) the salary of 
any existing coroner shall not be less than the 
——- annual net receipts of such coroner 
from his office of coroner during the five vears 
next before the passing of this Act. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“Line 2, to leave out the word ‘ mileage.’” 
—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): IJ 
move that the word “mileage” in the 
second line be omitted. I really think 
the Government ought not to attempt 
to insert the word “ mileage” here. The 
salary should include mileage. Then you 
say that the salary of any existing 
coroner shall not be less than the 
average annual net receipts. The net 
receipts will be the receipts after the 
mileage is deducted, and, therefore, you 
would be actually keeping the salary 
down. If you cannot make the clause 
any better, do not make it any worse. I 
beg to propose to omit the word 
“ mileage.” 


Mr. ATKINSON: The net receipts 
shall not be less than the average annual 
receipts of the coroner. It is the inten- 
tion of the Bill that you should take all 
the receipts, and strike an average for 
the last five years. 


Mr. CLANCY: The net receipts less 
mileage. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No. If he were 
to receive anything he was not entitled 
to, then the receipts would not belong to 
him. The net receipts are what remain 
to himself from all that he receives, 
including mileage. 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I beg 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland if there 
is a fixed sum for mileage. 


The 
his 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
honourable Gentleman withdrew 
Amendment. 


Mr. JORDAN: I simply want to know 
from the Attorney General for Ireland if 
the sum for mileage is fixed or variable, 
because I know public officers make a 
large sum out of mileage. I know a man 
who would go 30 miles round about 
when he could have reached the place 
by going five miles straight. That man 
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charged a large sum for mileage. In this 
case you might increase the salary oi 
the coroner by increasing his mileage. 
What I want to know is, is the sum fixed 
or variable? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The honourable 
Gentleman is under a misapprehen- 
sion. The coroner gets mileage under 
the Grand Jury Act. Whatever he 
has got for mileage during the last 
five years, it is on that that the 
average will be struck. If a man goes 
30 miles when he might go five, then it 
would be foolish to pay him. 


Another Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 9, line 13, leave out ‘five’ and in- 
sert ‘ three.’ ” 

“ Page 9, line 13, leave out ‘the passing ot 
this Act’ and insert ‘the first day of Novem- 
ber, 1899.’”—(Col. Waring.) 


CotoneL WARING (Down, N.) said 
it might work hardly if they appointed 
men and fixed their salaries upon the 
rate paid to their predecessors for the 
last five years. In three years they could 
bring in more of their own work, and it 
would give a fairer average. 


ATKINSON: I do not think 
this is a desirable Amendment. 
Three years is too short an _ aver. 
age. I think I know the case to 
which the honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber refers—that in which a rather supine 
coroner was succeeded by a more active 
coroner. But I think that three yeas 
is much too short. 


Mr. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed- - 


“ Page 9, line 34, at end, add— 


“ (6) Any existing coroner who may suffer 
any direct pecuniary loss by virtue of this Act 
shall be entitled to such compensation as is 
provided by this Act for existing officers who 
suffer loss of fees or salary by virtue of this 
Act or of anything done in pursuance or in 
consequence of this Act. 


“ (7) A county council may, with the con- 
sent of the Local Government Board, grant to 
a coroner who has given his whole time to the 
duties of his office and who becomes incapable 
of discharging those duties from old age or by 
reason of confirmed ill health such  super- 
annuation allowance as such council, in con- 
currence with the Local Government Board, 
deems fit under all the circumstances of the 
case.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 
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Mr. ATKINSON: I will call the 
honourable Member’s attention to the 
fact that sub-section 6 is covered by 
clause 17. 


Sub-sections 6 and 7 ruled out of order. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 9, line 34, at end, add ‘so much of 
any Act of Parliament that requires that a 
coroner for the borough of Dublin shall possess 
a property qualification shall be and the same 
is hereby repealed.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY: I presume I shall be 
in order in moving this Amendment. 
I think the Chief Secretary said yester- 
day that if I made it general he would 
accept it. It is not necessary to make 
it general, because the property qualifi- 
cation for coroners is abolished except 
in the city of Dublin. 


Mr. ATKINSON : It should read— 


“So much of any Act of Parliament as 
requires that a coroner shall possess a property 
qualification shall be and the same is hereby 
repealed.” 


Mr. CLANCY: In clause 19 it says— 


“ Nothing relating to coroners in any other 
part of the Act shall apply to county 
boroughs.” 


Amendment agreed to, with the 
omission of the words “for the borough 
of Dublin.” 


Another Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 10, line 21, at end, insert— 

“ (5) Where a county infirmary or fever 
hospital is under the management of a govern- 
ing body other than such corporation as above- 
mentioned, the foregoing provisions of this 
section shall apply, with the necessary modifi- 
cations, in like manner as if the governing 
body were the said corporation. 

“ (6) A county council may, if they thmk 
fit, contribute towards the rebuilding or en- 
largement or erection on a new site of any 
county infirmary, whether such rebuilding, 
enlargement, or erection takes place after the 
passing of this Act, or is in course of com- 
pletion at that passing, or towards the re- 
opening of a closed county infirmary, a sum 
not exceeding in the whole one-third of the 
sums actually received from private donations 
or subscriptions for such rebuilding, enlarge- 
Ment, erection, or re-opening, and the fore- 
going provisions with respect to the manage- 
ment of the infirmary tall cai accordingly.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 24, after ‘Act’ insert ‘or 
where part of any such county is constituted 
a county borough.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 10, line 28, at end, insert— 


“A person shall be disqualified for being 
elected or chosen or being a member of the 
committee of management of a county infirmary 
or fever hospital if he holds any paid office or 
place of profit under or in the gift or disposal 
of such committee, or is concerned by himself 
or his partner in any bargain or contract 
entered into with the committee, or participate 
by himself or his partner in the profit of any 
such bargain or contract, or of any work done 
under the authority of the committee under 
circumstances which in the case of a county 
or district council would disqualify him from 
being elected or being a member of such 
council.”"—( Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to move. 
Surely there can be no objection to this 
Amendment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There is already in 
the Act a section which carries out the 
object of the honourable and learned 
Member’s Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 10, line 41, after ‘ upon’ insert ‘no 
ecclesiastical person shall in right of his dignity 
or office be entitled to be a governor or trustee 
of any such infirmary or fever hospital as 
aforesaid.”"—_( Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There still 
exists a right with certain digni- 
taries of the Church, by reason of 
their ecclesiastical office, to hold the office 
of governor or trustee of an infirmary 
or fever hospital Now the Queen’s 
Bench in Ireland has decided that the 
Disestablishment Act disqualified these 
parsons, but three judges in the Court of 
Appeal have out-voted the other judges, 
and, by a majority of one vote, have 
decided that the Queen’s Bench was 
wrong; that is, the six judges have de 
cided that the men were disqualified, and 
three decided that they were not, and 
the three were able to out-vote the six. 
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Now, it does seem to me that men should 
not have the right to spend the rate- 
payers’ money by virtue of their eccle- 
siastical positions. By this Bill you ex- 
clude priests from holding any office 
whatever under the county council, and 
you also exclude other parsons. Am I 
to be told that, while you are excluding 
priests from holding office under the 
county councils, and clergymen of all 
denominations, you are still in favour 
of keeping up an ancient privilege 
attaching to certain gentlemen who are 
attached to the so-called Church of Ire- 
land, because they happen to have a 
right by dignity or office? The arch- 
bishop, the bishops, and a number of 
clergymen and rectors are entitled to 
come in and vote away the taxpayers’ 
money simply because they happen to be 
clergymen of a particular denomination, 
and of that particular Church. Now, 
Sir, I think it is the 13th section 
of the Church Act which was passed 
with a view to destroying that special 
privilege, but the Court of Appeal in 
Ireland, by a majority of one, reversed 
the decision of the Queen’s Bench upon 
that point. The Bill provides that no 
clergyman is to have any right to sit 
upon these boards at all. Am I to be 


told now, “It is true that we disqualify 
all clergymen and all priests, but certain 
Protestant parsons shall remain and vote 
my money away, although they pay none 


of it”? It appears to me that this Bill 
disqualifies priests, but allows certain 
people in ecclesiastical offices to sit on 
these boards. If a man, because he is a 
parson, is entitled to hold an office, then 
I do not see why priests are to be ex- 
cluded. You have alreadv excluded 
priests, although they are ratepayers, but 
these parsons are not ratepayers at all. 
Then there is the Protestant archbishop 
of Cashel. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: 
an archbishop. 


He was not 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: He was a bishop 
then. But why should the Protestant 
Bishop of Cashel be allowed to come 
down and vote away this money? The 
Government seem to be taking the first 
opportunity of upholding the decision 
come to by the judges and restoring that 
decision, but this Amendment will put 
clergymen on the same level on which 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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you have already by this Bill put 
Catholic priests. 


Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: I 
should like to say on this question that 
I believe that it is the case now that 
ministers, priests, and parsons of all de- 
nominations take their places upon the 
boards of hospitals. This is a perfectly 
different thing from clergymen being 
allowed to enter the arena of party poli- 
tics by going on county councils or dis- 
trict councils. I think, however, thai 
the right place of ministers outside their 
churches and chapels is in the hospitals, 
but I believe the Amendment of the 
honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth would exclude ecclesiastics 
from being on the board of any hospital. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No, no! 
Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: 


Yes, it would, by virtue of their office. I 
think there are hospitals in Dublin in 
which the Roman Catholic archbishop 
and the bishops are on the board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes, but they are 
private institutions ; not paid for out of 
the rates. 


Srrk R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: 
Well, I would myself like to see ministers 
of all religions on the boards of 
hospitals, for they have a _ know- 
ledge of the people and_ the 
patients who are sent to the hospitals, 
but I do not think our very much abused 
rectors and deans and bishops have ever 
been found any serious fault with for 
their conduct on these hospital boards. 
I do not think that this is a very wise 
Amendment, and I hope it will be with- 
drawn. I do not think it will affect the 
question very much, because it will be a 
great deal watered down when we come 
to the Amendment of the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, which deals with the number 
of people who are in future to constitute 
these boards, and how many may or may 
not be elected by the ordinary forms by 
which they have been elected in the past. 
In dealing with this question we shall 
probably have the board of management 
narrowed down very considerably, and in 
his Amendment the Chief Secretary will 
be able to deal with this question. If 
the Amendment is to remain in the form 
in which it is now, on the grounds I have 











36 | 
ut 


at 
at 
le- 
he 
ly 
ng 
Li- 


is- 


eir 


ers 

of 
Ow- 
the 
als, 
sed 
ver 
for 
rds. 
vise 
ith- 
the 
ye & 
ome 
Lary 
iber 
tute 
may 
; by 
ast. 
hall 
1ent 
d in 
will 


If 


1ave 


737 Local Government 





attempted to explain to the House I shall 
vote against it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government are certainly not aware that 
there are any such cases. If it be really 
the case that in consequence of some flaw 
in the Act it did not fully carry out the 
intention of those by whom the Act was 
passed, and if it is true that, owing to 
some particular wording of the Church 
Disestablishment Act, certain clergymen 
retain a privilege which it was not in- 
tended that they should hold, undoubt- 
edly that right should be taken away. I 
do not see how we can, under the circum- 
stances, resist the Amendment, and I 
would appeal to the honourable Member 
for Cambridge not to press his objection. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


’ 


“Page 11, line 2, after ‘infirmary ’ insert ‘as 
regulated by the Waterford Infirmary Act, 
189%.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 2, after ‘infirmary’ insert 
‘but if the corporation or county council, re- 
spectively, of the city and county of Waterford 
agree to contribute any sum towards said infir- 
mary, they shall each be entitled to elect annu- 
ally one governor for every sum of fifty pounds 
so contributed.’”"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hope the Govern- 
ment will have no objection to this. It 
is simply to give the city of Waterford 
the same right of sitting upon the board 
of the infirmary as other people have. 
At present the proposal of the original 
Act is that, whilst an individual can 
obtain a vote by paying £50, the rate 
payers of Waterford can only get a vote 
oy contributing £100. I think it is only 
right that the county and city of Water- 
ford should have the same right extended 
to them as is extended to individuals. 
I do not see why the ratepayers should 
be put in a different position to the 
ordinary individual, and I think it is also 
desirable to place them upon an equal 
footing, because by so doing you would 
give them a greater encouragement to 
contribute to these institutions. I think 
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they should have the same franchise as 
individuals. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government will agree to exclude Water- 
ford from the operation of this section 
upon the ground that a private Act has 
been passed only recently, dealing, among 
other things, with the infirmaries and the 
city. The Amendment proposed by the 
honourable Gentleman is vractically an 
Amendment of that private Act. I think 
it would be undesirable, after having 
excluded Waterford, to go back to that 
Act by putting such an Amendment in 
this Bill. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): The 
Amendment proposed by the honourable 
and learned Gentleman merely puts the 
county and city ratepayers upon a par 
with private individuals. They can have 
a member on the board for a contribution 
of £50. The county and city ratepayers 
can only get a vote on the board by a 
contribution of £100. I think it would 
be in the interest of the infirmary itself 
to accept this Amendment. I think the 
ratepayers should be put upon an equal 
footing with individual subscribers, and 
that if they were they would be more 
likely to be disposed to contribute than 
under the present circumstances. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): This 
Amendment would not place the rate- 
payers on a par with the ordinary donors 
to the hospital. It would put them in 
a much better position, for the simple 
reason that the ratepayers have as ea 
officio members of the board the mayors 
and sherifis, and the Catholic and Pro- 
testant clergymen are also ex-officio mem- 
bers. I do not think myself that any 
further representation is required. Of 
course, a fair representation is to be 


desired, because if the represen- 
tation was not fair the ratepayers 
would not make their  contribu- 
tions. But the representation is a 


fair one, and was agreed to in 1886, when 
the Act was passed. No objection was 
taken to it then, and none has been 
taken since. The board, as constituted, 
was the result of an agreement all round, 
and as I say, I have heard no objection 
taken to it, and I think it might be 
left as it is. 


Amendment negatived. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 24, after ‘council,’ insert 
‘unless with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Government 
undertook in Committee to consider the 
question of county councils having the 
right to promote Bills in Parliament, but 
I do not see any Amendment down to 
make any change in the clause. The 
right honourable Gentleman will remem- 
ber I referred to the case of Dublin, 
which, by its right to oppose Bills in 
Parliament, was able to do a good deal 
of good. Now the suggestion I make 
here is that, subject to the consent of the 
Local Government Board, these powers 
should vest in the county councils, which 
would give a very valuable check, and 
would put a very valuable power into the 
hands of the county councils. You see 
the way in which the words run is this— 


“This section shall not empower any county 
council to promote any Bills in Parliament cr 
to incur or raise any expenses in relation to 
such promotion.” 


Now it seems to me, although I agree 
with the Government to a considerable 
extent in limiting this power if they are 
able to obtain the necessary consent of 
the authority, it would only be fair that 
those powers should vest in the county 
councils. I beg to move the clause which 


stands in my name, and I appeal to the 
Government to carry out the undertaking 
they gave us in Committee. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The under- 
taking to which the honourable Gentle- 
man has referred was an undertaking to 
consider the case of county boroughs. It 
should not be lawful for the council of 
the county borough to oppose Bills in 
Parliament without the consent of the 
ratepayers. That question hardly comes 
up upon this clause. I shall, however, 
be prepared to meet the honourable Mem- 
ber part of the way in the Amendment, 
which has been put down in the name of 
the honourable Member for Cork. So 
far as county boroughs are concerned, I 
do not think it would be desirable in this 
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Bill to give the county councils the power 
to promote Bills, even with the consent 
of the Local Government Board; that 
may come later on. As regards boroughs 
the case is somewhat different. The 
Local Government Board of England are 
of opinion it might be desirable to give 
the county boroughs a power of opposing 
Bills, but there is not the same con- 
census of opinion with regard to the 
power of promoting them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 11, line 30, after ‘board’ insert ‘and 
agree with the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland to take over any marine works con- 
structed or acquired by those commissioners 
under the Railways (Ireland) Act, 1896.’ ”°— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Other Amendments proposed 


“Page 12, line 15, after ‘ council’ insert ‘cr 
the commissioners of a town.’” 


“Page 12, line 16, after ‘ guardians’ insert 
‘and where it appears to the Local Government 
Board that there are no persons capable of 
acting as such board or body, the order may be 
made without the consent of the board or 
body.’ ” 

“Page 12, line 30, after ‘Act’ insert ‘and 
the powers of baronial presentment sessions.’” 

“Page 12, line 40, after ‘aforesaid’ insert 
‘or as expressly provided by this Act.’” 


“Page 13, line 11, after ‘of’ insert ‘a por- 
tion of the.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 13, line 13, after ‘1888’ insert ‘ ex- 
cept sub-section of section 16.°”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy. ) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not propose 
t> move this Amendment, but the one 
that immediately follows, upon behalf of 
the honourable Member for Cork— 


“Page 13, line 14, after ‘apply’ insert *(c) 
no approval of voters shall be necessary to 
enable the council of a county borough to pro- 
mote or oppose a Bill in Parliament pursuant 
to the provisions of the Borough Funds (Ire- 
land) Act, 1888.’” 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: To enable 
the county councils to promote Bills 
without consulting the ratepayers. If 
the honourable Gentleman leaves out the 
words, “ promote or,” I have no objection 
to it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will move it in 
that form. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 13, line 29, at the end of clause 19, 
insert the words— 

“Provided that for all purposes of assize, 
general or quarter sessions, civil bill court, 
making of lists of jurors and jurors’ books, 
and summoning and service of jurors, a 
borough which has not a separate commission 
or quarter sessions shall be part of the county 
in which, at the passing of this Act, it is 
situate for such purposes.”—(Mr. Condon.) 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): The 
object of moving this Amendment is to 
include the boroughs of Ireland, as men- 
tioned in the Amendment, in the city 
boroughs. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A borough is not 
necessarily a county borough, but a part 
of the county at large, and the wording 
of the Amendment would not carry what 
the honourable Gentleman desires at all. 
A borough is part of a county, and forms 
part of it for all purposes. This Amend- 
ment will not help the matter at all. It 
will only cease to make the borough a 
part of the county, and will not have 
the effect the honourable Gentleman 
desires. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What I think the 
honourable Gentleman desires to accom- 
plish, and what the point he takes is, that 
he feels that you are refusing to make 
certain towns county boroughs because 
they have separate assizes. He says, 
abolish these separate assizes if you like, 
but leave the town its status. That is 
the intention. Whether the Government 
accept these words or not is another 
thing, but they might accept it. If you 
abolish the separate assizes you might 
leave the towns their status. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is not the 
Amendment here. The Amendment 
here is that for all purposes these 
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boroughs who have not accepted a com- 
mission for quarter sessions. It is to all 
a borough not to be wholly merged, but 
only partially merged, into a county. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 13, leave out from beginning of line 
21 to the third ‘and’ in line 22.” 

“Page 13, line 24, after ‘judge,’ insert * of 
assize.’”’ 

“ Page 13, line 25, leave out from ‘ compen- 
sation’ to the end of clause.” 

“Page 14, line 12, after ‘whether a,’ insert 
‘county or other.’” 

“Page 14, line 14, after ‘not,’ insert ‘ which 
is not a county borough.’ ” 

“ Page 14, line 18, leave out from ‘1892’ to 
‘shall,’ in line 21."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 14, line 21, at end, add— 


“Where a town has a population exceeding 
three thousand, according to the census of the 
year One thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
one, but is not at the passing of this Act an 
urban sanitary district, the Local Government 
Board shall, notwithstanding anything con- 
tained in section seven of the Public Health 
(Ireland) Act, 1878, within twelve months after 
the passing of this Act, by order in the pre- 
scribed manner, constitute such town an urban 
sanitary district, and such order shall take 
effect without the authority of Parliament.”— 
(Mr. Hayden.) 


*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): The 
object of this Amendment is to convert 
the towns that are not at present urbaa 
sanitary districts into urban sanitary dis- 
tricts, and to convert town commis- 
missioners into urban district councils. 
The object of this Amendment is to vest 
the administration of those towns in the 
local bodies instead of, as at present, in 
the hands of the boards of guardians and 
in the future the rural district councils, 
which embrace men coming from a very 
wide area, and men who have no interest 
in the town, and who know very little 
about it. Towns with a population of 3,000 
or 4,000 are very much more important 
towns in Ireland than towns of the same 
size in England, and many of us think 
that such towns ought not to be com- 
pelled to adopt the roundabout methods 
of this Bill to become a district council, 
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and that they should be able to become 
in their own right urban districts, and 
elect their own councils. If the popula- 
tion is considered too small, I have no 
objection to its being made 5,000, but 
the principle of this Amendment is 
already upon the Statute Book—I think 
in the Public Health Act of 1878, where 
the population was put at 6,000 in rural 
urban sanitary districts—and it is really 
to extend the principle already on the 
Statute Book to these towns with a 
smaller population. I beg to move the 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
Amendment cannot possibly be agreed 
to. The effect of it would be to make 
all towns with a population of 3,000, 
within 12 months after this Act comes 
into force, urban districts, whether those 
towns desire to become so or not. That 
is not a proposal which the Government 
would accept. I think the honourable 
Gentleman is wrong in saying that all 
towns with a population of over 6,000 
inhabitants were necessarily constituted 
sanitary districts. They might become 
so, but they were not constituted sani- 
tary districts ¢pso facto. But, apart from 
that fact, under this Bill every place 
which is a sanitary district is also, 
whether it likes it or not, a road 
authority; and a town which has 
only 3,000 inhabitants ought not to 
be compelled to not only become a sani- 
tary district but also a rural authority 
whether they like it or not; but, further 
than that, the Government have an 
Amendment on the Paper that towns 
with a population of under 5,000 shall 
cease to be sanitary districts, and he 
merged into another district. If we 
accepted this Amendment we should be 
accepting an Amendment totally at 
variance with our own principle. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 3, leave out ‘one councillor,’ 
and insert ‘two councillors.’”—(Mr. Arnold- 
Forster.) 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I do not wish to detain the House 
long after the discussion which took place 
last night upon this question, but I do 

Mr. Hayden. 
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desire to separate the two questions cf 
county councils and district councils. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is the 
Gentleman going to move? 


honourable 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. I 
beg to move that two members be elected 
to the district councils, and one of my 
reasons for doing so is this, that an 
opportunity should be afforded of elect- 
ing women as district councillors. My 
point is this: that in Ireland there has 
been a steady increase in the election of 
women to assist in the administration of 
the poor law in the shape of women 
guardians. In the first year of the Act, 
1897, the number of women elected 
guardians was 11, while this year there 
are 17. In England there are 917 women 
concerned in the administration of the 
poor law, and it seems to me a thousand 
pities that the attempt to reproduce this 
state of things in Ireland, a state of 
things which works so well, should be 
put a stop to. If you allow two persons 
to be elected, you will be able to per- 
petuate a system of women guardians, 
and there is this obvious fact—women 
have been elected all over Ireland, apart 
from all political opinions, all political 
parties recording their votes in favour of 
the women. I do wish to urge this upon 
the Chief Secretary, that, if these facili- 
ties be not given, it is almost certain that 
the women element will be eliminated 
from the poor law administration. There 
is astrong feeling in every part of Ireland 
upon this matter, and it will be con- 
sidered that one man must be returned 
to the district council, and they will not 
be represented if they do not return one. 
There would be a disposition, if they 
returned two members, to return women 
to take part in the administration of the 
poor law. I do not know whether the 
Chief Secretary will accept this Amend- 
ment, or whether he will refer me to the 
same remedy as he gave me in the county 
councils. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This ques- 
tion was, in fact, discussed yesterday, for 
the same item relating to county council 
elections was considered by the House. 
T am afraid I have no encouragement to 
give to my honourable Friend, who 
moves such an Amendment as this. What 
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I stated yesterday with regard to county 
councils applies also to district councils. 
It is desirable, in the view of the Goverr- 
inent, to have a single member elected 
instead of two members, but I will go 
this far with regard to district councils. 
If a difference is to be made as to the 
number of councillors elected for each 
district, it would be much better for the 
district council to have two members 
than the county council. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 15, line 4, after the first ‘division,’ 
insert ‘except where the Local Government 
Board assign more than one councillor to a 
town or part of a town forming one district 
electoral division ; and the councillors for each 
district electoral division shall be elected.’ ” 

“Page 15, line 6, after ‘more,’ insert ‘or, in 
the case of a town or part of a town forming 
one district electoral division, and returning 
more than one councillor, one vote and ro 
more for each of any number of persons not 
exceeding the number of councillors to be 
elected for the division.’” 

“Page 15, line 16, leave out sub-section (4).” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendments agreed to. 





Another Amendment proposed 


“Page 15, line 27, after ‘councillor,’ insert 
‘except that a person being in holy orders, or 
being a regular minister of any religious 
denomination, shall be eligible as a guardian.” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


*Sir C. DILKE : The House will 
remember that when we were in Com- 
mittee upon this Bill I moved an 
Amendment to get rid of all disquali- 
fication of ministers of religion and 
clerks in holy orders. I have not put 
down that Amendment again, but several 
Members who spoke and voted against it 
on that occasion said they thought the 
ground for the Amendment would be 
stronger with regard to district councils 
than it was in the case of county coun- 
cils, and they expressed a strong desire 
to see in Ireland, as in England, ministers 
of religion eligible as guardians, and 
intimated that they would be more 
inclined to support me if my Amendment 
was moved with reference to boards of 
guardians only. Now, there is a difficulty 
in applying the absence of disqualitica- 
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tion to all guardians, because some are 
elected as district councillors also. If we 
wish to raise the latter case, we can only 
raise it on clause 67, but I thought it 
better to raise the question on urban 
guardians. It is sufficient for me to say 
that the most useful guardians that we 
have in England are our clergy and the 
Roman Catholic and Nonconformist 
ministers. Now comes the question as to 
whether the circumstances in Ireland 
are so different as to preclude the same 
system being adopted as in England. I 
listened to the arguments of this House 
on a former occasion put forward by 
honourable Gentlemen who took that 
view, and I am convinced that, as far as 
this is concerned, they made out no case ; 
they said there might be some special 
reasons in Ireland for the exclusion of 
Irish priests. I do not care to believe 
that. I do not believe in the wisdom of 
that exclusion, but that is not the ques- 
tion here. The question is now confined 
to urban guardians, and I do press the 
Government to put an end to this exclu- 
sion, which they artificially introduced 
into their Bill, which prevents the clergy, 
who, above all others, I should have 
thought would have exercised the func- 
tions best, from being guardians. I beg 
leave to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do hope the 
Government will make this concession. 
At the present time clergymen have the 
right to sit, and are constantly elected. 
I can well understand the strong line 
which can be drawn between guardians 
and dispensary committees and the 
county councils. In the county councils 
they have to deal with roads and bridges, 
and things of that kind; but when you 
deal with these bodies, which have 
nothing to do except the management of 
the poor, I do think that the clergymen 
should have the right to sit. I think 
that clergymen are seen at their best 
when they are interested in and attend- 
ing to the wants of the poor, sick, and 
insane. I do not desire that a clergyman 
should be ez-officio a member of a board 
because he is a clergyman. All that we 
ask is that clergymen should not be 
excluded because they are clergymen 
from taking any share in the manage- 
ment of the poor, sick, and imsame. 
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You are reducing practically the position 
of the guardians to one of a very limited 
character. I trust the Government will 
give way on this clause. The fact is, you 
are now depriving these gentlemen of the 
position which they formerly held. They 
were not hitherto disqualified, and every- 
body must admit that they exercised very 
useful functions on the dispensary com- 
mittees. It is most desirable that men 
of learning and education should have 
the right to be elected and sit upon these 
boards, because, for instance, they are 
far better qualified to judge of the quali- 
fications, say, of doctors than the ordi- 
nary rural person, who might not know 
the difference between an M.D. or any 
other degree; they would be sure to 
know something of the qualifications of 
the doctors and surgeons who came before 
them. Why should these educated and 
learned men be excluded from these 
boards? Icannot make it out. No wish 
has been expressed on any side for this 
exclusion in Ireland. I could under- 
stand the arguments as to their exclusion 
from county councils, but I say there is 
nothing to be said for the exclusion of 
clergymen from boards of guardians. You 
are inflicting a disparity on gentlemen 
who have hitherto discharged their func- 
tions without blame. 


Mr. DILLON: I want to be clear on 
the matter. I understand that this 
Amendment to clause 22 would not affect 
their eligibility and qualification as dis- 
trict councillors or county councillors—it 
would only affect the qualification as 
poor law guardians in urban districts. 
It, therefore, deals with the same matter 
as a sub-section in clause 67. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Amendment raises what is apparently the 
very simple question, as to whether, in 
the case of the very limited number of 
guardians who will be elected by the 
urban districts, there should or should 
not be disqualification—preventing a 
minister of religion from being elected. 
I may remind the House that in Ireland 
there is no board of guardians that is 
entirely confined to the towns; but if 
once you allow this disqualification, at 
present imposed by law in the case cf 
guardians elected by the towns, to be 
removed, I think it would be very diffi- 
eult not to remove it also in the case 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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of rural district councillors who also dis- 
charge the functions of guardians. I 
must also say that a good many of the 
objections which have been and are taken 
by many persons in Ireland against allow- 
ing a minister of religion to sit on these 
boards apply as much in the case of 
guardians elected in the towns as in any 
other cases. Until the Bill was brought 
in, I never heard the question raised 
as to whether it would be desirable to 
allow ministers of religion to sit upon 
boards of guardians. There seems to 
have been universal acquiescence in the 
law which forbade them to do so. It is 
only when changes are made in the local 
customs by this Bill that this question is 
raised at all. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 
The right honourable Gentleman says 
there has never been a _ question 
before. The restriction was originally 
proposed in the Poor Law Act, and it 
was fought very powerfully by O’Connor 
and other Irish representatives at that 
time; and it is not a matter in -which 
there have been constant protests raised 
ever since. That is no reason why, when 
the whole question of locsi government 
is raised and reconsidered, this matter 
should not be considered entirely afresh. 
The question seems to me to have taken 
an entirely new shape since this Bill 
was introduced. I quite understand the 
attitude of the Government when they 
framed their Bill. I can quite believe 
that they did not intend to pass any 
reflection in any way upon the Irish 
ministers of religion, of whatever denomi- 
nations they belonged to. I am sure 
there is no feeling of that kind. But 
since the Bill has been introduced mini- 
sters of religion in Ireland have expressed 
strong views on this deprivation of their 
rights in being disallowed from taking 
part in the local government which is 
now to be conferred upon the electors of 
Ireland, a very small proportion of whom 
have hitherto been able to take part 
in the local government of their country. 
Hitherto the local government has heen 
a matter from which the vast majority 
of the people of Ireland have been ex- 
cluded. Now you are going to put it 
in a different category; you are going 
to allow practically all the people except 
ministers of religion to take part in local 


government. When the question coiaes 
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out in that phase, ministers in Ireland 
have expressed very strong views. It 
is not that many of them are desirous 
of serving, because they have other dvties 
which take up the greater part of their 
time; yet they have a strong feeling 
against being excluded by !aw from the 
right to be elected. It is not fair to 
them ; they do not think it fair to them 
to place upon them disqualificatior and 
exclusion which have not been placed 
upon ministers of religion in England and 
Scotland. I venture to think that the 
case raised by the honourable Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean is 
a very strong case. So far as northern 
towns, at any rate, are concerned, there 
has been considerable difficulty in getting 
suitable people to act on urban boards of 
guardians. In small towns it is not so. 
In the larger towns the average pro- 
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fessional men know very little about the 
condition of the poor; it is only the 
clergymen and the doctors who know 
really much about their condition. I 
think, now that this matter is being | 
reconsidered, that the Chief Secretary | 
ought to look beyond the question of the | 
thin end of the wedge and so forth. I 
do not see why he should take that view. 
It does not matter very much that this 
has not been a subject of very violent 
agitation; but it is a matter in which | 
those ministers have expressed very 
strong views. That being so, I fail to 
see why Parliament should place upon 
them what they themselves have an- 
nounced they will regard as a stigma. 





| 


I am sure such a stigma is the last thing | 
the Chief Secretary would desire to place | 


upon them. They having shown that 
this is the view that they themselves 
take, I cannot help hoping that the 
Chief Secretary will reconsider the whole 
question in the light of these declara- 
tions. I think that they are the people 
to be primarily considered in this matter. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): So} 
far as I am concerned I never heard of 
such a feeling existing in any part of 
Ireland. Boards of guardians have 
existed for many years, but I never 
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heard either in public or in private any 
agitation that ministers of different 
religious denominations should be asked 
to go on to these boards of guardians. 
I think it is rather an unfortunate thing 
that this matter should be introduced at 
this stage. I think the whole thing 
should be debated on a subsequent clause. 
It appears to me that this is only intro- 
ducing the thin end of the wedge. If 
clergymen come into boards of guardiaus 
undoubtedly it will be used hereafter as 
a reason why they should be introduced 
into district councils. I think reverend 
gentlemen have quite sufficient duties to 
occupy all their time without these addi- 
tional duties. In saying that, I do not 
wish to say anything disrespectful of any 
clergyman of any religious denomination. 
What I say applies equally to all clergy- 
men; they have quite enough to do to 


| mind their own business without interfer- 


ing with other affairs, and I trust the 
Government will continue the attitude 
they have adopted. I oppose this Amend- 
ment. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): f 
should live to point out that there has 
up to now been no question on this 
matter, because there has been no local 
government inquiry before now. You are 
casting a slur upon the ministers of re- 
ligion in Ireland that you are not casting 
upon the clergymen of your own country. 
As for my own constituency, 1 can only 
say that I believe that the people who 
know most about the poor are the priests 
and the clergy. If people are ill or in 
distress, who know more about their 
sickness and distress than the clergy? 
They are not paid to do that work ; they 
do it out of love and religious motives. I 
am sure the right honourable Gentleman 
cannot wish to perpetuate religious dif- 
ferences in Ireland, and I appeal to him 
to see that the ministers of religion in 
Ireland are put on the same footing as 
those in England. 


The House divided:—Ayes 62; Noes 
123.—(Division List No. 201.) 
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Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Crean, Eugene 


Caldwell, James 
Clough, Walter Owen | Dillon, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Daly, James 


Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 


Curran, Thomas (S:igo, 8.) | Esmonde, Sir Thomas 














ET nak CNT A CS AN 























































Rng eee Ce lon . 


a PRE Poet 


a 


Ks 


poyreorone softs abit seam cen 2 


Saaeenete 





SORES SE ai 


ee 


5 SET a 


= 


SEES 


Lee TR Une RE Ra Bea eo RAE Ee 


atitetar sig BRR SIS C— LIR 


SSE ee ae 


751 Local Government 


Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr, M. A.(Q’n’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Brist’l) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, RtHnG.N.(Lanc,8.W.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 


Another Amendment proposed— | 


“Page 15, line 29, leave out from the first | 
‘or’ to the end of the line and insert ‘ part 
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McDermott, Patrick 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morris, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 


| Pickard, Benjamin 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. (C. of L.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenrick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. W. E. H. 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont,Mj.-Gn.(Ant’m,N) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
McIver, Sir Lewis 

McKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 


Melville, Beresford Vatentine | 


Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 


| 
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Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.): 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 


| Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 


Woodall, William 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Major 
Jameson, 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, It.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robevt 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 

Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wodehouse, Ed. R. (Bath) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


| “ Page 15, line 39, leave out ‘ sub-section (a).’” 


thereof or part of a county.’”—(Mr. Gerald |—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Balfour.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


| Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 2, at end, insert ‘and (b) 
may annually choose a chairman, and, if they 
think fit, a vice-chairman, from among the 
councillors ; (2) the first business of the council 
after any triennial election shall be the con- 
sideration of the question of election of addi- 
tional councillors.’ ”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 30, leave out ‘nothing in.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 

“Page 16, line 30, after ‘borough’ add ‘not 
having a separate commission of the peace, 
with the substitution of mayor for chairman, 
but shall not apply to any other borough.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

On the return of Mr. Speaker, after 
the usual interval, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 16, line 37, after ‘urban’ insert 


‘county.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“Page 17, line 15, leave out ‘every urban 
district council’ and insert ‘the council of 
every urban county district.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 24, after ‘urban’ 
‘county.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


insert 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 33, after ‘urban,’ insert 
‘county.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 17, line 37, at end, insert— 


“ Where an order of the Local Government 
Board, under the foregoing provision, deals 
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with an application to order any contribution 
or fixes the terms of an undertaking, and 
within three months after the order the Board 
receive a petition against it from either council 
affected, or from at least one-fourth of the 
local government electors of any district or 
county affected, the order shall be provisional 
only, and a certificate of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that no such petition has been 
received, and that the order has taken effect, 
shall be conclusive evidence of those facts.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 17, line 37, at end, insert— 

“ (7) District councils shall be entitled to 
tax their corporate property or to levy a rate 
within their district, or both, for the purpose 
of construction and working of railways from 
the confines of their district to some neigh- 
bouring station, and that district councils 
shall be entitled to exercise the same powers 
as those now exercised by presentment sessions 
and grand juries of giving a guarantee for the 
payment of interest and capital proposed or 
intended to be invested for the construction 
of railways or light railways; provided always 
that the council for the county shall in such 
event contribute such sums as it may be 
proved before the county court judge they 
shall save in road making or otherwise by 
such line.”—(Mr. Condon.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
ment out of order. 


I rule this Amend- 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 39, after ‘shall,’ insert 
‘save as respects the revision in this Act men- 
tioned.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 17, line 43, leave out ‘an urban,’” 
and insert ‘the.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 17, line 43, at end, add— 


“An urban district which is, or is com- 
prised within, a Parliamentary borough, and’ 
which defrays the expenses of the registration 
of the electors of the said borough, shall not be 
liable to contribute to the expenses of the regis- 
tration of the electors of the county or counties 
in which said borough is situate. And if the- 
Parliamentary boundary of said borough ex- 
ceed the boundary of the urban district, the 
latter shall be entitled to be recouped the 
expenses of the registration of the electors of 
the borough qualifying out of that portion- 
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thereof situate outside the urban district in 
proportion to the number of such electors, and 
the ascertaining of the amount of such recoup- 
ment shall be a matter of adjustment. 


“An urban district, in which the district 
council is the road authority, shall not be 
liable to contribute to the salaries or expenses 
of the county surveyor or assistant county sur- 
veyors.”—(Mr. Patrick O’ Brien.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment of 
the honourable Member is out of order. 
It cannot be taken on the Report stage. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 17, line 43, at end, add— 


“ The contribution to be paid by the county 
council of the county of Dublin in respect of 
that portion of the barony of Rathdown not 
included in any township to the urban district 
council of Blackrock towards the maintenance 
of the Rock Road shall be on the valuation 
of the standard year or on such average valua- 
tion taken on a number of years as the Local 
Government Board for Ireland shall deter- 


-mine.”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I beg to move the 
Amendment. It is a very small matter, 
and I hope the Government will accept 
it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This question in 
respect of the Blackrock contribution 
arose in 1890, and was the subject of a 
very close inquiry. When the Dublin 
Bill was before the Committee last year 
an attempt was made by Blackrock to 
escape from the contribution. The 
matter was fought out by counsel before 
a Select Committee upstairs of 10 or 11 
members, and a great deal of evidence 
was taken. And now, Sir, as I understand 
the Amendment of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin, 
it will have the effect of upsetting the 
I think that 
would be very unfair. The Government 
have undertaken to bring in a clause 
dealing with all the questions of adjust- 
ments. There is, undoubtedly, a good 
case for the revision of urban contribu- 
tions to county authorities, but these are 
questions which can only be settled after 


“inquiry. 


Mr. ATKINSON promised thatthe 


-matter should not be lost sight of. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I am quite satis- 
fied with my right Lonourable Friend’s 
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undertaking. I therefore withdraw the 


Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 18, leave out clause 26.” 

“ Page 18, line 4, at end, add— 

“ And the amount of such poor rate may, 
if such council think fit, be such an amount 
as in their judgment will be sufficient, after 
allowing for sums irrecoverable by reason of 
premises being empty or any other cause, to 
raise or discharge not only the sum in respect 
of which the rate is made, but also such a 
sum as will meet the expenses, or what is in 
their judgment a due proportion of the ex- 
penses incurred and to be incwred in and 
about making and recovering the rate.”—/ Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
subject which the right honourable Mem- 
ber’s Amendment raises is already 
covered by the Bill. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: If that is so, then 


I am quite satisfied. 
Amendment withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 18, line 36, after ‘improvement,’ 
insert ‘Ireland.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 19, leave out clause 52.”—( Mr. Seton- 
Karr.) 


*Mr. SETON-KARR: I beg to move the 
Amendment. The clause is a very serious 
interference with the rights of private 
fisheries, and is entirely unnecessary. It 
proposes to give district councils power, 
upon making a small contribution, unde- 
fined in amount, to appoint a certain 
number of conservators, undefined in 
number, in Ireland. I will endeavour to 
show to the House that it is quite possible 
that members appointed by popular elec- 
tion, at the expense of the ratepayers, 
may in no way be competent for the 
duties of the position, which, briefly 
stated, are to carry out the fishery laws. 
The clause is absolutely unnecessary, be- 
cause all classes of interests are noW 
represented on the boards of conserva- 
tors. I may remind the House that 
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boards of conservators consist of some 


eight to twelve members, half of 
whom are appointed by the salt 
water fishermen, and half by the 


fresh water fishermen. Now, Sir, I think 
the House will see that the ratepayers are 
not directly interested in the fisheries. 
They are indirectly interested, because it 
is in the interest of the districts con- 
cerned that the fisheries should be pro- 
perly maintained and managed. Almost 
the only other persons interested are the 
persons who take out rod licences and 
the owners of land abutting on the river, 
and these are represented on the boards 
of conservators. Therefore the clause is 
absolutely unnecessary. The district 
council areas, moreover, are extremely 
inappropriate in reference to salmon fish- 
ing. A salmon river must be taken, as 
a whole, as a property; you must 
take it from the head of the river to 
the source, from the spawning ground to 
the sea. The river Foyle, for instance, 
runs through three counties, the Bann 
through seven, the Erne through six, and 
the Shannon through 15 counties, and if 
all the district councils along these rivers 
are to exercise power under the clause I 
submit, Sir, that there must inevitably 
be ereat confusion, and, what is more 
important still, a great deal of ineffi- 
ciency and incompetency in carrying out 
the duties of boards of conservators, and 
in enforcing the fishery laws. I ask the 
House, what possible object can the dis- 
trict councils have in wishing to make a 
small contribution from the ratepayers’ 
money to these boards of conservators 
in Ireland? I am acquainted with some 
of the largest fishery owners in Ireland, 
and I am in a position to state that none 
of them want these contributions. There 
are no other interested parties than those 
I have already mentioned, and _ there- 
fore what possible object can these 
district councils have in making a con- 
tribution and appointing members to 
these boards? No doubt the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary will 
have something to say about the 
public fisheries. I may say in pass- 
ing that so far as the fresh water 
fisheries are concerned the only valu- 
able fisheries are private property. 
If there is an open fresh water 
fishery in Ireland you may take it for 
certain that the river will not contain 
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very many fish. No doubt the right 
honourable Gentleman will say something 
about salt water fisheries. The Shannon 
har 30 miles of tideway, where drift-net 
fishing can be carried on upon payment 
of £3 for a licence. Well, Sir, the indi- 
viduals who take out the £3 licence are 
already represented on the board of con- 
servators, as also are all who own a 
fishery of over £100 in value. Then 
what other class is there that ought to 
be represented? Are the inhabitants of 
the particular districts interested? Under 
this clause a district council of limited 
area at the head of the Shannon could 
swamp the board by its members, and 
control a fishery which may possibly be- 
situated 100 miles away. That is the 
construction which I put upon the clause, 
and which, I submit, it would perfectly 
well bear. I contend that if the House- 
will consider the question they will see 
that the power given under this clause to 
district councils cannot produce the 
hetter management of fisheries. The 
private fisheries of Ireland are estimated 
to be worth in the gross £400,000, from 
which a large number of men get a living, 
and to interfere with them is a very 
socialistic proposal, and as unjustifiable 
as interfering with a private estate. What 
are the functions of these conservators ? 
The functions are to enforce the fishery 
laws and appoint bailiffs and fishery 
police. I think I am right in saying that 
one of the principles of this Bill is that 
the district councils shall not have any- 
thing to do with the appointment and 
payment of police in Ireland. Yet you 


to appoint fishery police! I can see that 
there will be a great temptation to put 
men on these bodies who may be 
actuated by a desire to gain popularity. 
The whole value of fisheries in Ireland— 
and I know something about them—de- 
pends upon their being properly pro- 
tected. It is one of the most important 
industries in Ireland. It brings many 
people into the country to spend their 
holidays, and it brings money into the 
country; and if you do anything to 
injure this industry you will be doing a 
great injury to the poorer part of the 
population, and at the same time inflict 
a very serious loss upon a very valuable 
occupation. I ask the House to consider 
whether the principle of this clause is 





are going to give district councils power . 
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likely to conduce to the better preserva- 
viop of Irish salmon fisheries. Sir, is 
there anything to be said against the way 
in which the present boards of conserva- 
tors carry out their duties? I have made 
inquiries, but I have heard nothing 
against the way in which the present 
buards of conservators, as a whole, per- 
form them. Why, in the name of common 
sense, therefore, interfere with the boards? 
Take, for instance, the funds at the dis- 
posal of these boards. They are derived 
from licences, from fines, and from 10 
per cent. on the valuation of the 
fisheries. In most districts—certainly in 
all the most valuable ones—these fines 
and charges are always insufficient, 
and are supplemented voluntarily by 
the owners of the private fisheries. 
I know one owner’ of _ three 
large fisheries in the north of Ire 
land, and he tells me that he not only 
compulsorily pays £1,200 a year as his 
share to the Board of Conservators, but 
supplements it voluntarily by a further 
payment of £3,000 a year. I believe 
that is the case in almost every instance 
of the ownership of private fisheries in 
Ireland. The owners do not complain ; 
they are willing to make these payments, 
but they do not want to be interfered 
with by district councils, and that takes 
away any excuse that district councils 
may have to contribute out of the money 
of the ratepayers. I submit, finally, that 
this clause, amended or unamended, is 
a very bad precedent. It gives the dis- 
trict councils the right to interfere with 
private property. If any public autho- 
rity is to be allowed to interfere with the 
salmon fisheries of Ireland, I submit it 
should be the Imperial Government. 
‘The Acts of Parliament relating to the 
salmon fisheries are complicated enough 
without being further complicated by 
the introduction of a new and much 
less authority—the authority of the 
district councils. It is a bad precedent, 
and I ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland if 
he has consulted the Government fishery 
inspectors of Ireland on the subject of 
this new clause. These men know more 
about the salmon fishing—I say so with 
great respect—than any Member in this 
House, including even the occupants of 
‘the Government Bench. I will assume 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 
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that the right honourable Gentleman has 
not consulted these men, and I ask why 
he has not done so, upon a _ question 
which concerns an important industry in 
Ireland, and concerns also the livelihood 
of large numbers of men. I am willing 
to let the case stand or fall by the 
advice of the Irish salmon fishery in- 
spectors, and if the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary will con. 
sult these men I do not think this 
clause will remain in the Bill. A rather 
important point to which I desire to 
call attention is the desirability of in- 
vestigating the habits of the salmon, in 
salt water. Such an investigation is 
necessary, but it is not a subject that 
can be dealt with by an authority like 
the district council. It has been made 
the subject of Government action in 
Norway, and other countries, and is of 
great importance. The habits of the 
salmon in salt water are a great mystery, 
for, after they go to the sea, no one 
knows what becomes of them. The 
Government might very well undertake 
an investigation, which might confer a 
great boon on Ireland, and lead to a 
knowledge of the habits of the salmon 
that might be useful in breeding the 
fish. The Government have practically 
accepted the Amendment I have put 
down on behalf of the salmon fisheries 
of Ireland, and I thank them most cor- 
dially ; but, Amendment or no Amend- 
ment, the principle of this clause is 
most obnoxious, -and I want to see it 
taken out of the Bill. The case against 
the principle of the clause is far stronger 
than the Government have appreciated. 
It has aroused very strong opposition 
on the part of the men concerned. To 
summarise the opposition to the clause, 
I say we object to it because it inter- 
feres with the ownership of private pro- 
perty; it is unnecessary, because all 
parties are represented on the present 
board ; and it is mischievous, because it 
gives the district councils powers which 
might—I do not say they will—be mis- 
used, and inflict injury. I desire to make 
only one further observation. I was re 
turned to this House by a Tory vote, 
and I want to support a Tory Govern- 
ment, but the principle of this clause is 
absolutely inconsistent with Tory policy, 
and I beg to move that it be omitted. 
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Mr. J. PINKERTON : 1 trust 
the Government will not give way 
on this question. It is a _ weli- 


known fact that the Conservators in 
every district of Ireland have acted in 
a most tyrannical fashion, and have 
placed arbitrary prohibitions in the way 
of the salmon fishers. There are two 
sides to this question. In the first place 
there are the interests of the fishery 
owners, and in the second place there 
are also the interests of the great mill- 
owners, who are trying, against serious 
obstacles, to maintain a local industry 
in Ireland. These men are fighting 
against English competition, and honour- 
able Members on the opposite side are 
anxious to oppose any extension of the 
popular rights of the people which will 
help these men. I trust the Govern- 
ment will not allow themselves to be 
browbeaten into surrendering this clause. 
It is a most valuable clause. I recognise 
to the fullest extent—and I say this 
from the Nationalist Benches—the 
spirit of fair play displayed by this 
Government in the introduction of this 
Local Government Bill, and their desire 
that all interests should be represented 
and safeguarded, whether they are the 
interests of fishery owners, of mill- 
owners, or of the people. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The _ honourable 
Member for St. Helens says’ the 
conservators do not want money, 
but that is the first time I ever 
heard of it. The Amendment put down 
by the Government provides that the 
contribution from the district council 
shall be applied for by the Board of 
Conservators ; but if they do not want 
the money they need not apply for it. 
The object of putting it in this clause was 
simply to provide funds to enable the 
conservators properly to preserve the 
rivers and increase the supply of salmon. 
The honourable Member for St. Helens 
seemed to argue that the fisheries of 
Ireland belonged entirely to the private 
owners. I could refer him to many Acts 
of Parliament to show that that conten- 
tion is perfectly preposterous. As 
amended, the clause is a perfectly harm- 
less one. 


Amendment negatived. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR formally 
moved the addition of words providing 
that the district council might make a 
contribution towards the expenses of the 
Board of Conservators, “ at the request of 
conservators of such fishery district.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: [If the 
Government had accepted the Amend- 
ment I moved to provide fish hatcheries, 
of which there are two in Ireland already, 
it would have been a very important 
contribution towards the upkeep of these 
salmon fisheries. The present system is 
far from satisfactory to the people, and 
only sets them against the law, and makes 
them sympathise with poaching. It 
would be much better if the gentlemen 
on this Board of Conservators showed 
a little more discretion in their dealings 
with the people. The Irish people can 
be led, but they will not be driven, and, 
above all, they will not be driven by a 
number of gentlemen coming over for a 
few days’ occasional fishing in Ireland 
and acting as if they owned the whole 
country. The real way to preserve fish- 
ing in Ireland would be to interest the 
people in it, and make them feel they 
have a voice on these boards, and to 
that extent it would have been better if 
the Government had allowed their clause 
to remain as it was originally, instead of 
now making it optional upon the con- 
servators to request a contribution. 


Mr. FLYNN: I do hope, Mr. Speaker, 
that in order to facilitate business and 
get on with the work, if we consent to 
the original clause, that honourable 
Members opposite will not persist in 
moving these Amendments one after the 
other, because I think that would be 
most unfair. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR: With regard to 
these fisheries, I have introduced year 
after year in this House a Bill 


AN HONOURABLE MemBER: And it has 
never passed. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR: No, because you 
always block it. I sat on the Committee 
which drafted that Bill, and it was the 
outcome of a compromise 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
terms of this Amendment do not 
entitle the honourable Member to go into 
that subject. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Line 2, after ‘district’ add ‘made in pur- 
suance of a resolution passed by such board at 
a meeting specially convened for the purpose of 
considering such resolution.””— (Mr. Ff 
Robertson.) 


Amended Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19, line 3, after the first ‘of’ leave 
out to ‘a” in line 4, and insert * that board.’ ” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 19, line 7, at end, insert— 


“ Any such contribution shall be an annual 
contribution for a period of not less than three 
years, but (unless renewed) of not more than 
five years, and shall be a debt to the board of 
conservators, and the clerk of such board may 
sue for the same on behalf of the board.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 19, line 8, leave out ‘making’ and 


insert ‘upon paying in any year.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 19, line 9, leave out ‘annually.’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 19, line 10, after ‘Act’ insert ‘for 
that year.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It seems to me 
that these rates are paid chiefly for the 
benefit of the gentlemen in the upper 
waters, and there isa great want of some 
provision to equalise the representation. 
The local subscribers only pay about 
£300, and the result will be that the 
county council will always pay the best 
share, and will be in a minority on the 
board. I do think that the amount cf 
contribution to the cost should, to some 
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extent, decide the question of representa- 
tion, and in this respect the proposal of 
the Government is most unfair. One 
man on the river Blackwater practically 
pays more subscriptions than the whole 
vf the people in the upper waters. This 
is more intensified by the fact that the 
river requires watching most up in the 
direction of the spawning beds, and it is 
there really where the concentration of 
attention is necessary. It will be in the 
interests of the people in the county of 
Waterford to subscribe for the preserva- 
tion of the fisheries in the county of 
Cork, but the county of Cork do not 
wish them todo it. It seems to me that 
this Amendment goes far in advance of 
anything that is actually required. The 
business of the fishermen in the lower 
waters depends entirely upon whether the 
spawning beds in the upper waters are 
preserved or not. They live in the 
county of Waterford, and the place where 
the watching of the river is required is 
in the county of Cork. Supposing they 
agree to pay £200 or £300 for the watch- 
ing of the river, the men in the upper 
waters may not pay a penny, because 
the owners are in a majority, and they 
may do as they like. I think we have 
already provided adequate protection for 
the gentlemen in the upper waters, and I 
would respectfully submit that the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
St. Helens would have been well advised 
if he had accepted the Government clause 
as it stood. It was a reasonable compro- 
mise, and I feel quite sure that the Chief 
Secretary did not put this on the Paper 
without having a consultation with the 
gentlemen concerned. You are now 
taking away with one hand what you 
gave with the other, and this brings 
in the principle of taxation without 
representation, or, at any rate, taxation 
with insufficient representation, which is 
almost worse. 


*Dr. TANNER: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman offer some explanation 
with regard to the river Lee, county 
Cork. On that river the noble 
Earl of Bandon pays a certain sum 
of about £16 a year, and he 
makes out of the fishing something 
like about £60 a year, and he never pays 
one penny towards the conservators of 
the river. He is a specimen of those 
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gentlemen whom you are now trying to 
uphold. I am, however, not going to 
say very much upon these points. You 
cannot get any money out of the pro- 
prietors, and you try to get it all out 
of the anglers, and the anglers’ associa- 
tion, and you try to get all the money 
out of the men who happen to be the 
true fishermen, the poor fishermen in the 
lower waters. That is the way they try 
to work it. I sincerely hope that this 
matter will obtain the serious considera- 
tion of all true gentlemen in this House 
ot Commons. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 19, line 35, at end, add ‘the appoint- 
ing body may revoke in whole or in part any 
appointment or authority made or given under 
this section.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 7, after ‘council’ insert ‘and 
their urban district shall be a county district 
of the said county.’”—( Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘ Page 20, line 11, leave out * heretofore.’” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 13, at end, insert ‘ provided 
that the coroner for the borough of Galway 
shall be elected by the district council of the 
said borough.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I wish to point 
out that this is most unfair to Galway. 
The position of Galway, I think, deserves 
some sympathy at the hands of the 
Government. It has been shockingly 
treated by this House and by the House 
of Lords. Now, Sir, if Galway had 
remained under the schedule, but for 
the House of Lords, under this Bill, it 
would have retained its power of appoint- 
ing a coroner. What the Government 


do is this: they abolish Galway as a 
county of a city and transfer its power to 
make roads over to the county councils, 
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But with regard to the appointment of 
coroner, towns like Carrickfergus, and 
one or two other places, they retain the 
right to appoint their coroner, whereas 
Galway, because it is not in the schedule 
of 3rd and 4th Vic., will lose that right, 
and it will go to the county council. I 
ask simply that Galway should be put 
on the same footing as Kilkenny. It is 
a far larger town than Galway ; in fact, 
it is almost twice its population, but 
the House of Lords, in 1840, struck 
Galway for a malicious purpose out «f 
the list in the schedule, allowing tu 
remain in Kilkenny, Drogheda, and a 
number of other towns of that descrip- 
tion, with the result that Kilkenny will 
still retain its right to appoint its 
coroner, whereas in the town of Galway 
that right will lapse after the appoint-’ 
ment of the existing coroner, and will 
go to the county of Galway at large. 
Now, anyone who takes up the map of 
Galway will see the absolute unfairness 
of this proposal. It returns four 
Members to this House. The men in 
the far distant places of the county have 
no concern whatever for the borough of 
Galway, and yet, forsooth, they are to 
have the right to appoint the coroner for 
the borough of Galway, which many of 
them have never visited. The Arran 
Islands are in Galway Bay, and the 
people there hardly ever visit the main- 
land, and they will have a right to 
yeturn members to the Galway county 
council and elect a coroner for the 
county town of Galway. This perversity 
is so extraordinary, to insist upon thrust- 
ing this British ramrod into our affairs 
without any necessity whatever to inter- 
fere. I move a reasonable proposal, that 
the town council of Galway shall con- 
tinue to elect its own coroner, as other 
town councils do. Drogheda has elected 
a coroner, and will continue to do £0; 
and Carrickfergus will continue to elect 
its coroner, and all the merged counties 
and cities will continue to elect their 
coroners. Then, why make a scapegoat 
of Galway? I think the Government 
owe Galway 50 years of reparation, and 
now you are proposing to turn the pla.e 
upside down without any regard to local 
tradition or local feeling. I do appeal 
to the Government to do to Galway this 
one little act of justice and give it back 
its mayor and corporation. It had a 
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mayor for hundreds of years before that 
power was taken away by the House 
of Lords. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must remind the honourable Member 
that the question is about the coroner. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: My point is that 
if Galway had a mayor it would have a 
right to elect a coroner. That is the 
absurdity of the position taken up by 
the Government. Therefore, I do hope 
that the right honourable Gentleman will 
see his way to make some restitution to 
this ancient town, and if he will not 
give it its mayor, I hope he will leave us 
the right to appoint the coroner. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able and learned Member for Louth says 
that some 50 years ago Galway was pre- 
vented from being constituted a borough 
by the action of the House of Lords, and 
that, in consequence of that a hardship 
has been inflicted upon Galway which we 
ought to take into consideration. If, 
however, we once begin making excep- 
tions, where are we to end? So long as 
you are acting in a general way, it is 
impossible to make exceptions. 

Mr. PINKERTON: Galway suffers 
very severely under this section. I 
think in this particular case, as my 
honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for North Louth has pointed 
out, it is rather hard that Galway should 
be forced into this very singular position. 
If the Members of the Government study 
the map they would see the utter incon- 
sistency of allowing this to continue, and 
of depriving Galway of the right to elect 
a coroner. If the right honourable 
Gentleman could only see his way to 
accept the Amendment it would simplify 
matters very much. I am prepared to go 
a long way towards accepting the aew 
arrangement, and, so far as Galway is 
concerned, I think it should be allowed 
to retain this little privilege of electing 
its own coroner. 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 24, at end, add— 

“(5) Notwithstanding anything in this sec- 
tion the sheriff of county Kilkenny shall not 
act as returning officer of the borough of Kil- 
kenny, but the mayor of said borough shall be 
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the returning officer thereof, and all writs for 
the return of a Member to serve in Parliament 
for said borough shall be directed to.the Mayor 
of Kilkenny, and the law applicable to return- 
ing officers shall apply to him accordingly.”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Amendment negatived. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 20, line 25, after ‘improvement’ in- 
sert ‘Ireland.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 20, line 39, after ‘Act’ insert ‘of 
1854.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 21, line 10, leave out from ‘the,’ to 
‘but,’ in line 11, and insert ‘last published 
census for the time being.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 15, after ‘against it,’ insert 
‘if the petition is before the first election of 
rural district councils.””"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 17, leave out ‘or after the 
appointed day from the,’ and insert * comprising 
the town or any part thereof, or if the petition 
is after such first election, then from at least 
one-fourth of the local government electors 
within the town, or from the guardians of the 
union.””"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 21, line 21, at end, insert— 


“ An order of the Local Government Board, 
under section seven of the Public Health Act, 
1878, for adding any town having a popula- 
tion according to the last census of less than 
five thousand, and being an urban sanitary dis- 
trict to a rural sanitary district, if made before 
the end of six months after the passing of this 
Act, and if the powers of the grand jury in 
respect of roads have not been previously trans- 
ferred to the sanitary authority of the district, 
shall, unless within three months after the 
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order is published the board receive a 
petition against it from at least one-fourth o 
the parliamentary electors registered in respect 
of qualifications within the town, or from the 
guardians of the union comprising the town or 
any part thereof, take effect without the 
authority of Parliament; and a certificate of 
the board that no such petition has been re- 
ceived, and that the order has taken effect, 
shall be conclusive evidence of those facts: 
provided that until the expiration of ten years 
from the said year, an order shall not be made 
constituting such town an urban sanitary 
district."—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 21, line 26, at end, add— 


“(3) If two or more urban district councils 
determine, by resolution passed by a majority 
of three-fourths of each council, to amalgamate 
and to combine their respective districts into 
one united district, the Local Government 
Board for Ireland shall make an order for such 
amalgamation and union on such conditions 
and subject to such provision as the Board may 
deem just and the councils may approve. 


“(a) Provided that in calculating the amount 
of the county-at-large charges for the purpose 
of apportioning the amount to be paid by any 
urban district council, there shall be deducted 
from the amount of such ceunty-at-large 
charges, the sums paid or payable by the 
county council for the salaries of the county 
surveyor, the county secretary, the county 
soliciter, end the sums paid for legal and cftice 
expenditure in relation to the business of the 
county council, and any portion of any county- 
at-large charge for which no provision is other- 
wise made by law. 


“(b) Any urban district council may, with 
the consent of the Local Government Board, and 
With the consent of the council, by a_three- 
fourths majority of the district proposed to be 
annexed, extend their boundaries by annexing 
any adjoining district not included within the 
jurisdiction of any urban district council, sub- 
ject to such corditions as the board, with the 
approval of said council, may deem just.”— 
(Mr. Plunkett.) : 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: The Amendment 
which stands in my name is a very com- 
prehensive one, and it is quite open to 
the Government, if they think fit, to 
accept a portion of it if they cannot 
accept the whole of it. The object of it 
is that in cases where all the urban dis- 
tricts concerned wish to amalgamate and 
are anxious to save expense of a Provi- 
sional Order they may proceed through 
the Local Government Board. The second 
part of the Amendment allows the 


council of such invited district, if of 
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sufficient size, to become a county 
borough; and the third portion allows 
any district council to annex any other 
district, provided that that district 
agrees. The object of the Amendment 
is simply to avoid the expense and delay 
of going to Parliament when there is 
really no opposition from any of the 
parties concerned. 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Does the right 
honourable Gentleman propose to move 
them all together, or one by one? 
*Mr. PLUNKETT: I will mcve them 
separately. I move the first portion. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques- 
tion may be a very proper one for the 
consideration of the House, but it would 
come under the consideration cf the 
House by means of a private Bill. 
*Mr. PLUNKETT withdrew the first 
portion of the Amendment. 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Does the right 
honourable Gentleman move the other 
two! 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: No. 
Amendment withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 8, leave out ‘two counties,’ 
and insert ‘more than one county.’ ”—(Mdr. 


Gerald Balfour.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 18, after ‘county,’ insert ‘in 


the execution of this Act cr otherwise.’ ’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 22, at end, insert— 

“Where any expenses so incurrel by the 
council of a county may by virtue of 
any enactment, or any direction given there- 
under, be levied off an urban district, they shall 
be called urban charges."—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 27, leave out ‘district,’ and 
insert ‘county district or districts.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 
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“Page 22, line 28, at end, insert ‘urban 
charges or.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 30, after ‘urban,’ 
‘county.’ ”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


insert 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 22, line 31, leave out from ‘the’ to 
‘shall,’ in line 33, and insert ‘demands of the 
county council or in connection with the poor 
rate.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 22, line 33, leave out from ‘defrayed * 
to ‘out of,’ in page 23, line 2.".—-(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 3, after ‘expenses’ insert 
‘not above mentioned, but.’”—( Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed 
“Page 23, line 3, after ‘urban’ insert 
‘county.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 5, leave out from the second 
‘Ast’ to ‘shall’ in line 11.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 15, at end, add— 


“The expenses incurred by the council of a 
county borough, if incurred in meeting the 
expenses of guardians, or in connection with 
the poor rate, shall be defrayed out of the poor 
rate, and if not so incurred and incurred in 
relation to the business transferred to the 
council by or in pursuance of this Act or other- 
wise in execution of this Act, or as inci- 
dental to their powers and duties as a 
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county council, shall, where the like expenses 
have hitherto been defrayed out of any rate 
levied by the council of the borough other than 
county cess, or than a rate levied under the 
enactments relating to county cess, continue to 
be so defrayed, but in any other case shall be 
defrayed out of the poor rate. 


“ Provided that the foregoing provisions with 
respect to the expenses incurred by the council 
of an urban county district or county borough 
shall not extend to the expenses incurred under 
any provision of this Act amending or extend- 
ing the Public Health Acts.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed 


“Page 23, line 22, after ‘or,’ 
‘county.’ —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


insert 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 23, line 25, at end, insert— 

“ Provided that the receipt given by a col- 
lector, in the case of payment of rates, or, 
where the treasurer is a banking company, by 
the secretary or clerk of the council in the case 
of any payment unconnectd with rates, shall 
be a good discharge to the person making the 
payment, but the amount of ihe payment shall 
be forthwith paid by such collector, secretary, 
or clerk to the treasurer."—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 27, leave out ‘such,’ and 
insert ‘their county or district.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 1, leave out clause 42.”— 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): In the absence of my honour- 
able Friend, who did not expect this 
Amendment would come on to-night, I 
move the omission of the clause, in order 
to challenge the policy of the Government 
with reference to this sum cf money. 
Hitherto British Members on this side 
of the House have not taken any promi- 
nent part in the discussion on this Bill, 
as we recognised that the matters dealt 
with mainly concerned honourable Mem- 
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bers from Ireland; but when we some 
to this particular proposal of voting 
three-quarters of a million it is a matter 
concerning the whole of the United King- 
dom. I am prepared to discuss the 
question of the financial relations of 
England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales. 
For all I know, Ireland is entitled to 
the three-quarters of a million, or to the 
three millions, in accordance with the 
claim already put forward. On _ the 
whole, I sympathise with the claim of 
Treland in that respect, but this proposal 
is an entirely different thing. This is 
voting a sum of money ostensibly for 
Trish purposes, but it is a proposal which 
the Irish Members themselves did not 
demand, which they did not support, and 
which they now go to the extent of say- 
ing that it is not a payment on account 
as between Great Britain and Ireland. 
That is rather a serious matter. If 
there is a sum of three millions which 
Ireland is overtaxed in respect of, and 
if the Irish Members say that they will 
take three-quarters of a million on 
account and deduct it from their claim, 
and that they are perfectly willing that 
the money should be expended in the 
way suggested in the clause, seeing that 
they are primarily responsible, it is a 
matter more for them than for the repre- 
sentatives of any other part of the 
United Kingdom. If the Irish Members 
say that they are willing that this money 
should go to reducing the rates of the 
landlords, that is the last word in the 
matter. But that is not the position 
they take up. The Government say to 
them, “We will not give you a Local 
Government Bill for Ireland except this 
three-quarters of a million goes to the 
reduction of the rates on land in Ire- 
land.” It is a payment to the represen- 
tatives of the Government in Ireland.asa 
sort of compensation to the English garri- 
son in Ireland. That is the position, 
and it is incumbent, as a matter of duty 
and obligation, on Members for British 
constituencies to challenge it. The 
honourable Member for Louth, in the 
course of the discussion, very frankly said 
that it was a bargain, and he was not 
going to defend it. The honourable 


Member for Mayo regarded the transac- 
tion as a perfectly flagitious one. He 
said that a bargain was a bargain, and 
that if he could not get the boon of 
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local government for Ireland except on 
the condition of supporting this grant, 
which did not come out of the Imperial 
Treasury, but out of the pockets of the 
British taxpayer, and which was not to 
be entered against Ireland, then he would 
accept it. I frankly confess as a Welsh 
Member, if a similar boon had _ been 
offered to Wales on similar conditions, I 
would find myself in a great difficulty 
if called upon to vote against it. No 
other course would be open to me except 
to vote for it, especially as the money 
would be got from the taxpayers of Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Ireland. What is 
the defence of the Government for this 
particular proposal! They cannot say 
it is an equivalent grant, because there 
was a sum of £150,000 voted to Ireland 
two or three years ago, which the Govern- 
ment called an equivalent grant.’ But 
now they do not put the proposal on the 
ground of an equivalent grant. What they 
say is that they are setting up a new 
authority in Ire'and, and of tran ferring to 
it the powers of the grand juries. The 
new auhority is to be democratic, but will 
not pay the bulk of the rates, which 
will be paid by the minority, which 
practically belongs to a different party, 
and that consequently there would be 
every inducement to reckless expendi- 
ture. In the first place I mav point out 
that the Government are stultifying their 
own principles. The very essence of 
their case is that they are trusting the 
Irish people with very large powers. I 
am not sure, after conversations I have 
had with Protestants in Ireland, that 
these powers are not larger than the 
powers proposed to be conferred by Mr. 
Gladstone’s Home Rule of 1893. I do 
not mean that they are of a wider 
character, but if the Government assum¢ 
that the Irish people are essentially 
vicious and mean to exercise every power 
they possess to persecute the minority, 
whether landlord or Protestant, I am not 
sure that the powers conferred by this 
Bill do not equip the majority in Ireland 
with greater powers of irritation and 
annoyance against the minority than 
would be given by Mr. Gladstone’s Bill. 
Therefore I submit, in the first place, 
that the Government are rather stulti- 
fying the principle of the Bill by sayinz 
that they trust the Irish people in every 
county, barony, and parish in Ireland, 
but at the same time they will not trust 
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them in the matter of expenditure. I 
venture to challenge the suggestion that 
the Irish people are likely to embark on 
reckless expenditure. Human nature is 
pretty much the same in England, Ire- 
land, Scotland, and Wales. The accusa- 
tion of reckless expenditure against the 
London County Council has really not 
been justified. The London County Coun- 
cil elected in Conservative constituencies 
surely need not be defended. What has 
been the case with regard to parish coun- 
cils and county councils? I am arguing 
from analogy. So far from the county 
councils having embarked on _ reckless 
expenditure, very few of them have put 
into operation all of the powers with 
which they have been endowed. In every 
Report of the Local Government Board 
submitted to this House since the County 
Councils Act and the Parish Councils 
Act there has been a constant complaint 
that the councils would not put into 
operation a great many powers they 
ought to have exercised with regard to 
allotments, district nurses, and a number 
of other questions. What is the reason? 
The reason is that when you come to 
an expenditure of rates it is not a party 
question anywhere. Take a parish in 


Local Government 


Wales when it is a question of expendi- 


ture on allotments or the building of 
a bridge or a county asylum. You will 
find that the farmers, who may be all 
Liberals, will look first to the rates, and 
will be most careful about the expendi- 
ture. Now, why should it be different 
in Ireland? You have exactly the same 
class of people to deal with, and I find 
that farmers as a rule, so far from being 
extravayant, are exceedingly parsimoni- 
ous. The honourable Member for South 
Molton, who has had experience ot 
boards of guardians and district councils, 
knows hew exceedingly parsimonious 
they are with regard to the rates, aud 
how they cannot be got to spend money 
on the poor, where it ought really to be 
spent. Poor rate expenditure is, of 
course, a matter very relevant when we 
come to consider the question of paying 
half the poor rate of Ireland. The farmers 
in Great Britain have not done their 
duty in the matter as regards poor law 
expenditure. They are always cutting 
down and fining in every pos 
sible way the expenditure upon 
our poor law system, and my 
own opinion is that if the boards of 
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guardians in this country were to do 
their duty, and exercise to the full the 
powers entrusted to them by the present 
poor law system, there would be _ less 
necessity for the crying need for an old 
age pension system. Why should it be 
different in Ireland? You are assuming 
you have in Ireland, on the one hand, 
a number of small tenants, and on the 
other hand the landlords. That is true 
with regard to a small portion of the 
country in the west. You have a smalt 
number of cottars whose rates are paid 
by the landlord, but if you take by far 
the greater portion of Ireland you wil 
find you have to deal with the same 
conditions as in Scotland or Wales. 
You have got farmers who look upor 
every penny of expenditure of the rates. 
They have got to do it. Times are so 
bad in all parts of the country that 
£1 extra on the rates is a very serious 
matter. Therefore I say that so far 
from there being any danger of reckless: 
expenditure, it would be to the interests 
of the farmers and ratepayers of Ire 
land, quite as much as to the interests 
of the landlords, to keep expenditure 
down. It is true that in the ease of 
a landlord £100 or £150 may be added 
to his rates, but in the case of a small 
struggling crofter, whose rent is £10 or 
£15, an extra 108. on the rates would 
be, practically, quite as serious. | There- 
fore there would be every possible in- 
ducement for economy. Judging from 
experience in this country, I do not think 
that, as a rule, the county coun- 
cils elected by the people are more 
extravagant than the old privileged 
bodies. I do not make any charge 
of reckless extravagance against the 
old bodies, but at the same time 
they indulged in unnecessary expen- 
diture. I know of two or three prisons 
which were built in Wales at enormous 
expense, which were not necessary- 
I say that these new bodies are not more 
likely to be extravagant. I think they 
will be far more cautious than the old 
quarter sessions and grand juries in these 
matters, and consequently there is no 
occasion for any apprehension on the part 
of the Government that these new bodies 
will incur any very extravagant expendi- 
ture if you entrust them with the full 
pewers which the grand juries have. But 
I object to this grant on another ground, 
Mr. Speaker. I object on the same 
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ground as that upon which we protested 
against the grant in England. We fought 
that grant strenuously when the Agricul- 
tural Rating Bill was proposed in this 
country. Why did we do so? We ob- 
jected to this system of doles to particular 
classes of the community. What is this 
proposal? It is practically a proposal to 
hand over a sum of £700,000 or £800,000 
a year to one particular class of the 
community. We have already given 
£2,000,000 a year to the landlords in 
England. We have given hundreds of 
thousands to the landlords in Scotland. 
That is what the Agricultural Rating Bill 
has done, and the experience of the work- 
ing of that Bill proves it. Of course, if 
you relieve the burden upon land, as I 
shall point out, to the extent of £2,000 
or £2,000,000, you are bound to increase 
the value of that property by the sum by 
which you relieve it from expenditure. 
What difference does it make whether 
you lighten a burden by way of mort- 
gage or rent-charge, or by way of the 
rates? Let me take the charges for any 
particular piece of land, say an estate of 
£1,000 a year. Say £200 would be rates, 
£300 would be mortgages, £500 would 
be tithe rent-charge. If you pay half cf 
the rent charge, or tithe rent-charge, one 
half of the rates, what difference does it 
make? So long as you lighten the 
burden upon the land you increase the 
capital value of that land to the extent 
that you relieve the burden upon it. I 
say this is a system in order to benefit 
one particular class in Ireland, and it is 
not the most deserving class. I do not 
wish to make any attack on the landlord 
class in Ireland, but I am sure most 
honourable Members who have read the 
history of Ireland, and honourable Mem- 
bers who have watched the course of 
legislation in this House during the last 
30 years, must have come to the conclu- 
sion that a good many of the numerous 
difficulties which Governments have had 
to confront in Ireland have been attri- 
butable, to a very large extent, to the 
zetion of the landowners in that country, 
and I say we ought to protest against a 
sum of £750,000, when we cannot find 
money for old age pensions in this 
country—we ought to protest against a 
sum of three-quarters of a million being 
voted in order to relieve the burdens of 
ove class of the community, 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the honourable 
Member move? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Mr. 
Speaker, the financial arrangements of 
this Bill form an essential part of the 
scheme of the Government. As such 
they were accepted not only by ‘honour- 
able Members on this side of the House, 
but by honourable Members from Ireland 
and also by representatives of the Front 
Opposition Bench, when the policy of the 
Government was first announced last 
year. Nobody knows better than the 
honourable Member who has just spoken 
that if this clause were to go the rest 
of the Bill would go to pieces. Sir, that 
being so—I am glad to hear the honour- 
able Member recognises the truth of what 
I have said—holding the views that he 
does, the honourable Member ought to 
have voted against this Bill on the 
Second Reading. Sir, it appears to me 
that for a small section of this House to 
raise this question again and again on 
the Committee stage and on the Report 
stage—— 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: Five times. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Is nothing 


less than a downright waste of time, and 
I must express the hope that the friends 
of the Bill will not add to that waste of 
time by taking the trouble to answer 
the arguments of the honourable Member 
and his friends, as the House has decided 
over and over again. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I shall be glad, despite the somewhat 
fervid injunctions of the right honourable 
Gentleman, to say a few words in support 
of this proposal to omit the clause, and 
I am glad that the Chief Secretary gave 
me the proper cue for the Amendment 
which I have placed on the Paper. He 
says that, practically, without this clause 
the Bill would go to pieces. Well, that 
is exactly the charge we bring against 
this Bill. We agree with what was said very 
eloquently by the honourable Member 
for East Mayo in the first discussion on 
this clause. We believe in the policy of 
the late Lord Randolph Churchill, the 
honest and straightforward policy of 
giving to Ireland, freely and without 
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question and without qualification, on 
equal and similar terms, the rights of 
local self-government that were sbout to 
be given to England; and that was an 
intelligible policy, a just policy, and a 
policy which placed honourable trust in 
the people of Ireland. Well, my honour- 
able Friend the Member for East Mayo 
denounced the Government for their be- 
trayal of the principles enunciated by 
Lord Randolph Churchill, and for the way 
in which they had handled this subject. 
He said— 


Local Government 


“We are called upon now, instead of having 
a free and unqualified gift of local self-govern- 
ment, to pay a bribe, or blackmuil, or what- 
ever it may be called, of £300,000 or £199,060 
a year, which ought to have gone into the 

ockets of the people of Ireland, through a 
Measure which ought to have been freely 
given to the people of Ireland.” 


That is exactly the ground upon which I 
shall challenge the policy which the right 
honourable Gentleman says is the finan- 
cial corner-stone, the very principle and 
beginning and end of this Bill. Now, per- 
haps the most staunch supporter of these 
proposals, the thorough and _ chief 
defender of everything in the Bill in this 
connection, is the honourable Member for 
He said £300,000 a year to 


Derry City. 
the landlords is a large amount, but it is 
a cheap price to pay for the practical 


relief given under this Measure. Yes; 
but who pays? According to the calcula- 
tion of the Financial Commission, and 
according to the calculation which the 
honourable Members from Ireland adopt, 
one-eleventh of this £300,000 that is to 
be paid to the landlords to accept this 
Bill is to be paid by the people of Ire- 
land, and the remaining ten-elevenths by 
the British taxpayer. But if the figures 
given the other day by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer are to be taken as correct, 
that we have reached a stage at which 
the contribution of Ireland is only one- 
thirty-sixth, we are in the position, as 
representatives of the British taxpayers, 
to challenge 35 times more strongly this 
question than the Irish Members can. 
We have to pay the giant's share of this 
compensation to the landlords. Well, now, 
Sir, we challenge this proposal, and we 
say that this Bill, if brought in, should 
have been based on pure and honest prin- 
ciples, and not on the principles of black- 
mail and bribery to any class to swallow 


Mr. Channing. 
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any proposals of the kind. We say this 


is a disgraceful misappropriation of 
public money, and we say we have the 
right to denounce these proposals, as 
most insulting to a large section of the 
United Kingdom. The Chief Secretary 
referred to what passed last year, when 
these proposals were first foreshadowed: 
I really think any Member of the Govern- 
ment should be ashamed of what passed 
on that occasion. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, when he threw over the Bill of 
that year and brought forward the pre- 
sent proposal, distinctly based it upon 
this ground, that local government could 
not be granted to Ireland without giving 
a guarantee beforehand to the landlords: 
of the country that they should not be 
taxed out of existence by the authorities 
to be created. The honourable Member 
for Derry based his justification of these 
proposals definitely on the ground taken 
by the Financial Relations Commission, 
and he used words to this effect. He 
said— 


“Great Britain owes to Ireland some three 
millions a year; that the Irish are overtaxed 
to that very extent. We do not expect, human 
nature being what it is on.this side of the 
Channel, that you are going to pay it back 
all at once, but we mean to take it as we can 
get it bit by bit. I do think we get back the 
smallest bit in the form proposed by the Bill.” 


I challenge these proposals, therefore, on 
this ground, on the ground chosen by the 
honourable Member for Derry himself. 
He must take the justification of his pro- 
posal distinctly on the result of the Finan- 
cial Commission’s Report. I should like 
to know what practical man, after listen- 
ing to the admirable speeches of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the First 
Lord of the Treasury the other day, after 
reading the article contributed by, I be- 
lieve, Sir Alfred Milner to the Edinburgh 
Review last year, can any longer believe 
in the fiction of this enormous sum due 
to Ireland under the financial relations 
inquiries. The contribution of Ireland, 
if vou make allowance for these contri- 
butions to local expenditure in Ireland, 
and the large proportion of revenue 
raised in Ireland which is now applied 
to the local expenditure for local pur- 
poses in Ireland, balancing the revenue 
raised in Treland that is contributed to 
Imperial purposes, is £1,980,000, or one- 
thirty-sixth part of the Imperial revenue. 
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After this Bill is passed it will be reduced 
to only £1,365,000, or 1-52nd part of the 
Imperial revenue. Well, then, if you are 
going to treat the question on the 1-20th 
basis, adopted by the Irish Members—1l 
believe some of them even go further— 
if you take the 1-20th scale only, in- 
stead of paying £1,980,000, Ireland ought 
at present to be contributing £3,500,000 
to the Imperial revenue. I say the whole 
of the case has been demolished by fur- 
ther investigation on that subject, and by 
the speeches we have listened to here, 
and therefore there is no justification 
whatever on that ground. Well, there 
is, perhaps, a justification, and a limited 
justification, in the relatively higher 
rating in Ireland. I do not think 
any practical man who has _ looked 
into the question would seriously deny 
that. But, on the other hand, what is 
the amount of the grants from the Im- 
perial Exchequer which are devoted to the 
relief of local taxation in Ireland? They 
amount to over £2,000,000, and, with the 
Estate Duty Grant and the local licences, 
they amount to nearly £2,500,000. The 
grants in aid from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer for local purposes in Ireland 
amounted last year to £2,037,398, and 
the estate duties and licences under the 
Acts of 1888 and 1894 and the Act of 
1890 amount to nearly £2,500,000. 
And, as the First Lord of the Admiralty 
pointed out in 1888, Ireland was treated 
very generously with regard to the adop- 
tion of the scale of 80, 11, and 9; that 
the actual sources of revenue, so far as 
they were raised in Ireland, are actually 
considerably less than the 9 per cent. 
which was granted to Ireland under these 
terms. Now, Sir, I do admit that Ire 
land is a very poor country. In one of 
the speeches on this matter the other 
day, it was treated as a question of 
strict justice. I would prefer to treat it 
as a question of generosity. I would 
gladly welcome proposals, wise proposals, 
such as came from the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin, 
for the further development of education, 
agriculture, and all the higher public 
works among the Irish people, by a large 
expenditure of public money. That is a 
wise and sensible and intelligent policy, 
but the policy of this Bill, which we chal- 
lenge and ask the House to reject, is a 
policy of simple bribery and corruption, 
and a policy which, I think, is an unjusti- 
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fiable assignment of public money to the 
subvention of a single class in Ireland. 
I ask, why should money go simply to 
the landlords and the agricultural rate- 
payers in Ireland, and not to the whole 
of the Irish people? Why should not it 
go to relieve the Irish labourers and the 
populations in the towns as well as the 
landlords and tenants in Ireland! These 
financial proposals which we are told 
are the very corner stone of the 
Bill, have evidently arisen from the 
desire of the Government to gratify 
their friends, the “English garrison” 
in Ireland. They have seized upon 
this opportunity after many years 
waiting. We know that long ago, when 
the late Mr. W. H. Smith dealt with this 
question, and brought it before the House 
in the first proposals of the Ashbourne 
Act, he distinctly justified those pro- 
posals on the ground of compensation to 
the landlords in Ireland for the losses. 
imposed upon them, most properly and 
most justly, in my opinion, by the 
Irish Land Acts. That is the basis 
of the whole proposal from begin- 
ning to end. The Bill, as far as 
this clause is concerned, is, in the first 
place, a compensation Bill for Irish land- 
lords, and, in the second place, it is a 
blackmail Bill, to enable this Government 
to carry out this policy, and at the same 
time to gratify their friends. I challenge 
the whole of this policy. I think it is a 
disgraceful misappropriation of public 
money, and I think it is a disgraceful 
disregard of the true principles upon 
which local self-government should rest 
ir Ireland, as in every other portion of 
the United Kingdom, and, therefore, I 
support the motion. 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): £ 
think it would have shortened the Debate 
if the Chief Secretary had treated the 
Amendment with more consideration, 
and had attempted to defend this clause. 
In fact, he has not attempted to defend 
it at all. All he said was, if this clause 
goes the Bill goes. That is an admis- 
sion made by the Chief Secretary on the 
part of the Government that this Bill has 
very little merit indeed, apart from the 
enormous bribe he is prepared to pay for 
the passage of this Bill. Practically it 
comes to that. We know very well that 
when a Conservative Government pro- 
duced .a Local Government Bill for 
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England it was not then found 
necessary ‘o give an immense bribe 
in order that the Government might 
pass that Bill for England. They 
passed it on its merits, and on 
the principle that it was right and 
just to give local government to England. 
Well, I ask the House, why is it that the 
Government on this occasion do not 
come down here and say exactly the 
same? “We consider it right and just 
to give the right of self-government in 
local matters to the Irish people, and we 
give it on the same lines and the same 
principles as those in the English Bill.” 
Not a bit of it! They have practically 
told us to-night—and I hope that the 
country will take note of this at the 
various by-elections which will doubtless 
take place very soon—that this Bill is 
based merely on the system of giving a 
gigantic bribe to enable it to pass safely 
and smoothly through this House with- 
out any trouble and difficulty to them- 
selves. I think the Chief Secretary 


really was rather hard when he twitted 
us upon the small number opposing 
this Bill in Committee. Of course we all 
know that the Liberal Members sitting 
for English constituencies are a small 
number in this House at the present 


moment, but the great bulk of Liberal 
Members sitting on this side of the 
House did support the various proposals 
to cut down the financial grant in this 
Bill. As shown in the first Division that 
was taken on this very question, 107 
Liberal Members voted, in the second 
Division 96, thus showing that the 
Liberal Members who were present, 
with few exceptions, did vote against 
the proposal of the Government. 
So I think the right honourable 
Gentleman somewhat unfairly twitted 
us upon our small numbers. on 
that occasion, and all the more so 
when we remember that during the 
last General Election the Liberal Mem- 
bers who were seeking re-election were 
accused by Tory candidates untruly 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the country that they were anxious for, 
and would vote for, a Home Rule Bil! 
that would impose additional taxes upon 
the working classes of this country. I 
ask, Mr. Speaker, what is the Govern- 
ment doing at the present moment? 
They are passing a Home Rule Bill of a 
kind which will impose additional taxes 


Mr. Strachey. 
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on the working men of this country, 
as they have already admitted. 
What particular reason is there why 
this large grant should be given in 
aid of local taxation in Ireland?! It can- 
not be because at the present moment 
Ireland unfairly pays too large an 
amount of local taxation, because only 
the other day the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer stated in his speech as regards 
the financial relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland that respecting the 
grant in aid from the Imperial Revenue 
Ireland did very well indeed. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer pointed out 
that of every pound spent in local services 
in Great Britain the rates bore 10s. 6d. 
as against 9s. 6d. from Imperial 
sources. On the other hand, Ireland 
for local purposes receives from the 
Imperial Exchequer 13s. 6d. in the 4, 
while she only contributes by her local 
rates 6s. 6d.; and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer drove that home, and made 
that all the stronger, when he said that 
in addition Ireland under the legislation 
now before the House would receive an 
additional £615,000 a year. So that 
Ireland at this moment, apart from this 
grant of £615,000 a year, is receiving an 
undue proportion in aid of local taxation. 
The injustice is made even greater from 
the. point of view of the English tax- 
payer, because Ireland at this moment 
receives an unfair and undue share in the 
pound for relief of local taxation, and 
now, in addition, the Government 
come down to this House asking 
further for over half a million of 
money in further aid of local taxation in 
Ireland. I cannot understand, Mr. 
Speaker, why it is the Government 
do this, except on one ground, which has 
not been denied in this House by sup- 
porters of the Government, that they do 
this as a bribe—hush-money it has been 
described—for the easv and_ safe 
passage of the Bill. That may be 
very well from the point of view of 
the Government, and of Members sup- 
porting the Government, but how they 
can expect Members sitting on this side 
of the House, representing English con- 
stituencies, to be satisfied to allow the 
Government to carry their Bill by means 
of bribery I cannot understand. There- 
fore I think we have every right, and it 
is our duty, to protest very stronglv 
against this system of carrying the Bill 
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at the expense of the taxpayers whom 
we represent in England. 

*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I should 
like to say a few words, by way 
of adding my protest against this 
clause and supporting the Amendment 
for its omission. I do not do it at ali 
on the ground of the question of finan- 
cial relations. I prefer not to enter into 
that matter at all. I do it on the ground 
of objection to the growing system of 
subventions to local author‘ties out of the 
Imperial purse ; and what this clause in 
effect does is to add another to the 
modifications which have been made of 
late years in the methods of levying 
rates. When we remember, Sir, that, 
apart from the Education Acts and the 
grants which are given to local authori- 
ties under those Acts, we are now send- 
ing down to local authorities something 
like £12,000,000 a year, I think it is 
really not too much for us to take up a 
little time in protesting against a sys- 
tem like this. The difference between 
this Act and the English Act is very 
remarkable. When the Act of 1896 wes 
passed for England the alleged necessity 
for that grant was agricultural distress, 
but here the reason assigned is alto- 
gether a different one. The reason 
assigned here is really that the 
landlord should be safeguarded before 
these popular councils are granted 
to the people of Ireland. What 
the Government, in effect, says, is this: 
the people of Ireland are not to be 
trusted with local government, and 
therefore, before giving them these pri- 
vileges which are now enjoyed by the 
people of England, we will withdraw 
from them power over that part of the 
rates which is paid by the landlord, and 
to do this we, by this clause, pay the 
Jandlord’s rates, That is what the 
Government, in effect, is saying. Well, 
the unanimity amongst the Irish Mem- 
bers in favour of this Bill is, perhaps, 
not remarkable from one point of view ; 
but look at it from another point of 
view. There is evidence here of a com- 
plete mistrust of the Irish people as to 
local administration. I can quite under- 
stand the eagerness of Irish Members to 
get this Bill through, because to them 
undoubtedly it is a Bill which sets up 
local governing bodies in Ireland, a 


thing they have been wanting—rightly 
which 


and justly wanting—for years, 
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they have asked for in every possible 
way, and have taken every opportunity 
of making their wants known here. But 
there is another side to this, Besides 
the mere setting up of local authorities 
in Ireland, I think it should be looked 
at from this point of view: that it 
changes the basis of rating. For 57 
years in England personal property has 
been exempt from rates, and that by 
Statute. I believe I am right in saying 
that in Ireland personal property never 
was rated. Now, such subventions as 
are given in this case really do this; 
they substitute Imperial money—that 
is, money raised by income tax, money 
raised by the consumption of beer and 
tea, and tobacco, and the like; money, 
in fact, which is raised on personalty— 
what this clause does is to substitute 
money raised on personalty in place of 
money which has hitherto been raised 
and charged on immovable property. 
That is the serious position, to me, of 
these subventions, of these grants in aid. 
It is getting behind the old Act, which 
said it shall not be lawful to rate per- 
sonal property. It is a method of get- 
ting round that, and, in fact, making 
personal property pay what has been 
paid, and ought to be paid, and has been 
decided by legislation should be paid, 
by real estate. As I said before, to my 
mind that is not at all a question of 
proportion. As to whether the amount 
is large or small, I do not go imto the 
question from that side in the slightes: 
degree, because, from my point of view, 
the injustice falls on the Irish peasant 
just as much as it falls on the English 
peasant. The Irish peasant will have to 
put his hand into his pocket just as the 
English peasant will, in order to pay hia 
quota, as he pays into the Imperial 
money bag, to relieve the landlords of 
their rates, That is, in effect, what this 
clause does, and it is what it seems to 
me should be pointed out in the most 
distinct way. It is giving a tremendous 
advantage to the landlord. There is a 
distinct three-fold advantage even here 
to the iandlord. In the first place, he is 
immediately relieved of his rates. He 
no longer has to pay these rates which 
he has been paying. In the second place, 
that relief of his rates must add enor- 
mously to the capital value of his land, 
as has already been pointed out. There 
cannot be two questions about that. 








787 Local Government 
This is land which will come into the 
market undoubtedly at some time or 
other, There is land hunger in Ireland. 
These people will want to buy their 
land. When they do buy it, they will 
have to pay for it an increased sum, on 
account of the passing of this Bill. On 
account of this grant now being made 
by the clause to the Irish landlords, they 
will have inevitably to pay a larger sum 
for the land which they buy. That is 
the second advantage. It is a very large 
one. It is difficult to estimate: if you 
capitalise this grant by, say, 20 years’ 
purchase, it becomes an enormous sum 
of money. Well, then, there is a third 
advantage, end that is that it frees the 
landlord from any future increase in 
rating, on account of improvements, that 
may be effected in the country. Now, I 
think that is a very serious thing 
when you come _ to _ look into 
it. It is perfectly clear. Take a holding 
what at the present time pays £20 a 
year in rates, and in the course of a few 
years some workhouse or other public 
institution will be erected; the amount 
required for that holding might be £25 
ayear. All that the Imperial Exchequer 
will pay will be the half of the £20— 
that is, £10—and the extra £5 will have 
to be found by the ratepayers who 
remain. That is the effect of it. You 
cannot get away from that fact. The 
landlord is relieved from his rates, and 
therefore any improvement that is 
effected out of the rates must necessarily 
fall more heavily upon the other rate- 
payers who remain. I think I see 
another difficulty. Suppose the landlord 
is an occupier, and sits in these local 
bodies. He can vote in these local 
bodies moneys for the expenditure of 
rates which will improve his property. 
He can vote for them as an occupier. 
That property, if agricultural land, will 
not bear this increased expense. That 
is the effect. I think it is a little hard 
for the Secretary for Ireland to say that 
we are wasting time in bringing such 
things as this to the notice of the House, 
because, after all, it is not a mere ques- 
tion affecting the Irish people. It is a 
large question for them, I quite admit, 
but it is a question also affecting the 
English people, and we have a perfect 
right to voice the feelings of the Eng. 
lish people on this subject. Holding 
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such views as I do on the effect of these 
subventions, no one can charge me with 
inconsistency in this matter. I have 


always taken every opportunity of voting 
against these grants in aid, and I always 
shall do the same thing. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): It will 
not be well for those who are friends of 
the Bill to prolong the Debate, but 
I personally feel so much ashamed of 
the position which my friends here have 
taken having regard to their past con- 
duct upon this matter, that I cannot help 
saying a few words on the subject. My 
honourable Friend who introduced the 
Debate seemed to found his argu- 
ment chiefly on the position taken up by 
the honourable Gentleman the Member 
for East Mayo. The great thing that 
we must remember with regard to this 
matter is that it is not a new subject. 
It was discussed in 1896 and in 1897, 
and we are now in 1898 discussing it 
again, with all freshness as if we had 
never seen it before. Well, the point is 
this, Sir, that it was the Liberal Party 
who, in 1896, took it up and pressed it 
upon the Government, and the Liberal 
Party, by one of its most.-distinguished 
leaders, who advocated it in 1897, and 
there was not a single Liberal Member 
on these benches behind ma who voted 
against it on that occasion. My honour- 
able Friend who has just sat down said 
he never missed an opportunity to vote 
against this proposal. He missed an 
opportunity in 1897. Not a single 
Liberal Member voted against it. My 
honourable Friend here has laid the 
chief blame at the door of the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo, so far as 
there is blame. He said the honourable 
Member for East Mayo had described 
this as a flagitious waste of public 
money. 


Mr DILLON: And I say so still. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Well, Sir, 1am going to 

quote the honourable Member for East 
Mayo. On the 13th May, 1896, when 
the English Bill was before the House, 
the honoureble Member for Derry City 
moved an instruction that the grant 
should be extended to Ireland in the form 
in which it is now extended. 


Mr. DILLON: No; extended to Ire 
land in the form in which it is applied 
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to England. At the time I was opposing 
the English grant, and I did oppose it 
night after night. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Well, I will enable the 
House to judge in a moment. The 
honourable Member’s present description 
of the Bill is that it is a flagitious waste 
of public money. In 1896, Sir, he went 
into the question of Irish rates. He 
mentioned that in Carlow they were 
ls. lld., in Clare 2s. 1ld., and he said 
that the poor rate in Ireland averaged 
at least 2s.; that is not quit: 
accurate—and, adding county cess, he 
arrived at a local rate of 4s. in the £. 


“It was evident, therefore, that if the amount 
of rates on agricultural land in England was 
only 2s. 4d., the local burdens in Ireland were 
far heavier. If this Bill were extended to 
Ireland, that country ought to receive nearly 
half as much as England had received under 
the grant.” 


That is what the honourable Member for 
East Mayo said in 1896. I think, with 
submission, that, having said that in 
1896, and having appealed for half the 
amount that was given to England, when 
the Government do give £730,000, which 
is about half the amount—when they 
give it to pay the half of these rates 
which he had described as so large—he is 
going a little too far when he describes 
it as a flagitious waste of public money, 
The second Debate was in 1897, on 
May 6th. It is curious how all 
these Debates come on in May. In this 
Debate again the honourable Member for 
Derry City moved a similar Motion— 
that opportunity should be taken to ex- 
tend the grant to Ireland—and on that 
occasion we had the opinion of the 
Liberal Party very fully expressed, and 
with perfect unanimity. Let it be re 
membered that every Liberal who was 
in the House voted in favour of the ex- 
tension of this grant to Ireland, and 
none against it. 
*Mr. CHANNING: No! 

*Mr. LOUGH: The honourable Mem- 
ber for Northampton says he did 
not vote in favour of it. I did not say 
he did. I said that every Liberal who 
Was present voted in favour of it, and 
no Liberal voted against it. It makes 
rather a strong case against the Liberals 
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who are now opposing it that the 
Liberals raised the point in 1896 
and in 1897, and now that the 


Government are granting it in 1898 a 
certain number of them go against the 
proposal brought forward. I think, 
really, this is greatly to be regretted. 
For my part I have not changed my 
mind. I draw a great distinction be- 
tween this grant and the grant that was 
given to England, and for the very 
reason that I stated when opposing 
the English Measure. I think the Eng- 
lish grant was a very unjust grant, be- 
cause it was given to a very small sec- 
tion of the community at the expense of 
the rest. I think that the Irish grant 
is a very righteous grant, because it 
gives much needed relief to the great 
bulk of the community of an agricultural 
country. Well, the position is a per- 
fectly tenable one. I think the grant is 
right for another reason. It is right 
because the rates in Ireland are at least 
twice as high as the agricultural rates in 
England. You have 4s. in the £, against 
2d. In Ireland the rates are in- 
creasing year by year; in England they 
are diminishing. An honourable Mem- 
ber asks me how much they are. I will 
give the House the figures. The locak 
rates 60 years ago in Ireland were 
2s. 6d. per head of the population. The 
local rates to-day are 17s. 6d. per 
head, so they are seven times as high 
as they were 60 years ago. Therefore a 
far better case exists for applying this 
grant to Ireland than that which existed 
for applying it to England. There is 
another reason. This House is respon- 
sible absolutely for these high local rates. 
in Ireland. This House has never 
allowed publicly elected local authorities 
to control these affairs. It was this 
Huse, and even the Liberal Party, which 
imposed the heaviest burdens on the Irisk 


2s. 


localities. It was, for instance, the 
Liberal Party which constructed the 
worst light railway in Ireland, under 


which alone there are, in some districts, 
now rates of from 2s, to 5s. in the £ to 
be paid. Another example may be found 
with regard to workmen’s houses. There 
are taxes for every workman’s house 
erected in Ireland, under a scheme that 
was devised from these benches, of £5 
per house per annum, levied on the 
locality. Think of that burden op 
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30,000. houses—houses of poor work- 
men—levied on the locality for the 
construction of those buildings under 
legislation devised from these benches. 
It was all done with the best intentions, 
no doubt, but it did not work; and it 
would be a most mean and shabby 
thing for this House, when passing a 
Bill giving authorities in Ireland power 
to manage their own local affairs, to do 
what my honourable Friends here ask it 
to do—to say, “ Let them have the autho- 
rity, but let them have no monetary 
assistance for the obligations which we 
have thrown upon them.” This House 
és responsible in Ireland for local rates 
as well as Imperial taxes, and it is one 
of the measures of justice which this 
House should undertake to relieve the 
burden of these rates. 


Local Government 


AN WONOURABLE Member: But what 


about the landlords? 


*Mr. LOUGH: I am asked what about 
the landlords! There is not a word 
about the landlords in the clause. I 
will deal quite fairly, if my honourable 
Friends will allow me. There is a 
elause, I believe clause 45, in which a 
certain undue share is allocated to the 

That is the clause to vote 
I voted against it last time, 


Jandlords. 
against. 
Yecause I think it is an unfair allocation 


of the money. My position is perfectly 
consistent. What does this clause do! 
it simply does the same thing in Ireland 
that you have already done in every 
other part of the United Kingdom. If 
the principle is wrong, my Friends are 
still more wrong in voting against 
it now. If the principle is bad, 
we voted against it before it was 
applied, but when you have carried 
out that principle in five-sixths of 
the United Kingdom, it is a mon- 
strous injustice to deny it to the 
other sixth. There has been a good deal 
of criticism on these benches of the 
right honourable Gentlemen who lead 
the Liberal Party. I venture to say, in 
this matter, they have set a good 
example to their followers. They have 
not taken any part in this unfair opposi- 
tion, as I think, to the grant proposed. 
My right honourable Friend the Member 
for Montrose, and the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton, and I believe, the Leader of the 


Mr. Lough. 
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Opposition, did not see their way to take 
any part in this opposition against the 
grant, and I do think that after the 
action of Liberal Members in 1896 and 
1897 what is being done now is very ill- 
judged indeed. For myself, my position 
is clear. Having voted as I did in 1896 
and in 1897 I cannot turn round now, 
as some of my Friends will. I stick to 
my opinion. I regard it as a most just 
Measure for this House to undertake, and 
I firmly believe that if my Friends think 
they will carry anv further extension of 
Local Government in Ireland without also 
considering the financial basis upon 
which the new Constitution will rest, they 
will be disappointed again as they were 
before. 


Mr. DILLON: The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland made a very wise and perti- 
nent appeal to the friends of the Govern- 
ment proposal not to address the House, 
and certainly I think the speech to which 
we have just listened is full confirmation 
of the wisdom of that course. I have 
reason to say, “Save me from my 
friends.” I had no idea of intervening 
in this debate, and I shall not occupy 
the attention of the House for more than 
a few minutes. I only rise to say, in 
respect to the utterly uncalled-for and 
absurd attack made by the honourable 
Member for Islington upon me, having 
taken no part in this debate, and not 
intending to take any part in this debate, 
that J withdraw not one single sentence 
that I have uttered in connection with 
this grant. I claimed that this grant 
should be given to Ireland when the 
Agricultural Ratings Bill was before the 
House on this ground, that although I 
objected to the whole principle of these 
subventions set up here in England, if 
you give the grant to the agricultural 
interest in England you are bound to 
give a similar grant on the same lines to 
the agricultural interest in Ireland; but 
I never said then, I do not say now, 
that you are bound to give that grant in 
an unfair way, on different lines to those 
on which you gave it to England, so that 
the landlords should collar about 
£300,000 a year more than they would 
get if the grant had been on similar lines 
to the English grant. My position 
throughout the whole business is_ this. 
The Government, with an enormous 
majority, said to the Irish Members last 
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year, “On these terms you can have 
jocal government, and if you won’t con- 
sent to these terms, you will not get 
local government.” We considered the 
price, and, although we did not like it, 
and we did consider it a very scandalous 
way of treating the Irish people, we said 
we were prepared to pay the price, heavy 
and bitter as it is to pay, rather than 
wait for an indefinite period for this 
great measure of emancipation. These 
were the terms upon which we agreed to 
support the Measure, and I have sup- 
ported it, and I shall support it ow the 
present occasion, because we agreed to 
support it last year. It was a bargain 
which was forced upon us by the irre- 
sistible power of a Government with 150 
majority. I think they ought to have 
given us this benefit, as they promised 
to do, without exacting this price, but as 
they decided to exact this price and have 
told us repeatedly that we must pay the 
price or do without local government, | 
said then, as I say now, we are willing to 
pay the price, although we deeply resent 
this treatment. 


Mr. MADDISON 
side): Mr. 
availed himself of every opportunity to 


(Sheffield, Bright- 


Speaker, as one who has 


support similar proposals to that now 
before the House, I take the opportunity 
I listened 
with great regret to the speech of the 
honourable Member for Islington. It 
was so totally different to the feeling 
which pervades the great working class 
constituencies of this country. He 
appeared to me to be, and net only 
appeared, but Iam quite certain he was, 
a far more extreme advocate of the land- 
lord party than the honourable Member 
who has just sat down, who is the respon- 
sible leader of the Irish Nationalists. 
Mr. Speaker, what I want to say is this: 
that I support the Motion before the 
House as a hearty Home Ruler. I would 
not like there to be the slightest sus- 
picion that in anything I might do there 
was any antagonism to the demands cf 
the Irish people for the largest possible 
form of self-government, and, Sir, if 
these proposals, if this money, had been 
given to those wretched, starving Irish 
peasants on the west coast, although it 
might go against some of my views on 
political economy, I would support it 


of saying a word or two. 
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heartily, because there is a real need for 
it. But, Mr. Speaker, the honourable 
Member for Islington, who has spoken on 
behalf of the Government and of the land- 
lords, did not give us a single argument 
in his speech to combat the views of my 
honourable Friend, who sits on my right, 
to show that this money would not go 
largely to the landlord class; that, 
having gone to the landlord class, it 
would not have the effect which the 
honourable Member pointed out. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I also join with my 
honourable Friend in objecting to these 
doles to particular classes. I am a work- 
ing man, and I know that amongst the 
working classes of this country there is 
an enormous amount of poverty, and 
also a temptation placed upon men like: 
myself to listen to arguments and to 
demands which would cause us to come to 
this House and make, on their behalf, 
certain demands which, for the moment, 
would appear to benefit the working- 
classes. Now some of us, at great risk,, * 
have set ourselves against what we 
believe to be false and pernicious doc- 
trine, but how are we to do it, Mr. 
Speaker, if Her Majesty’s Government 
are giving large sums of money to one 
class of the community, or largely one 
class, and to the very class which, 
putting any controversy aside, at any 
rate, is the most comfortable, lives the 
best, and is, at all events, most removed 
from penury and want. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I represent a constituency composed 
almost entirely of the working classes, 
and of small tradesmen, and I feel it to 
be my duty here to-night to raise my 
voice as a humble Member of this House: 
against the unjust method of giving 
public money—which these poor men in 
iny division will help to contribute—when 
there are large numbers, not only of the 
working classes, but of tradesmen, who 
find the greatest possible difficulty in 
paying their rates. Now, I may be 
very dense—honourable Members oppo- 
site seem to agree, and I am not going 
to controvert that—but, Mr. Speaker, I 
am unable to see why, if you give to 
Irish landlords, whom Irish Members 








have told us, and for my part have de- 
monstrated, have been the great curse of 
their country—if you are going to give 
half or three-quarters of a million of 
money in order that they may receive 
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their rates—or 
relieved from the necessity of paying 
their rates—I have no answer to the 
small shopkeeper in my constituency 
who demands that I shall stand up in | 
this House and ask to have his rates paid 
for him. [Cries of “ Divide! Divide! ’] | 
Well, Mr. Speaker, I am putting a point | 
of view that honourable Members will 
have to meet in a place where they do 
not ery “Divide, divide!” and I venture | 
to say that these English constituencies, 
and Lendon constituencies as well, will 
relieve some honourable Gentlemen of 
the possibility of crying “* Divide, 
divide!” Now I have only to say in 
conclusion that this proposal to omit this 


Local Government 


| 
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796 — 
rather they will be clause does, without doubt, endanger the 
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Bill, according to the right honourable 


Gentleman but, Sir, those of us who 
have in our humble capacity done our 
best to give Irish Members not this 
sort of restricted Local Government but 
a full Measure, Mr. Speaker, which will 
satisfy not a number of grabbing land- 


lords but the national spirit of Ireland— 





a spirit, I venture to say 
Mr. BALFOUR rose in his place, and 
claimed to move— 
“That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 172; Noes 


x No. 202.) 


39.—( Division List 







Acland-Hsod, Capt.Sir Alex F.{ Etliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas Legh, Hon, T. W. (Lanes) 
Arnold, Alfred Esmonde, Sir Themas L:igh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Arrol, Sir William Fardell, Sir T. George Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Fellowes, Hon. A. Kdward Loder, (. W. Erskine 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy Fergusson, RtHnSird.(Manc'r) = Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Balcarres, Lord Field, William (Dublin) Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Mane’r) | Finch, George Lorne, Marquess of 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | Fisher, William Hayes Macaleese, Daniel 

Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose MeCaimont, Maj-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Prist']) | Wlannery, Fortescue McCalm ~~ ‘ol. J.(Antrim,E.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Fry, Lewis | McKillop, James 

Boustield, William Robert. Garfit, William Milbank. Sir P. C J. 
Brassey, Albert | Gedge, Sydney Mildmay, Francis “Bi ngham 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Gibbons, J. Liovd | Milton, Viscount 

Butcher, John George Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Atbans) | Monk, Charles James 
Carew, James Laurence Giles, Charles Tyrrell | More, Rebert Jasper 
Carlile. William Walter Godson, Sir Augustus F. | Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) | Gordon, Hon. John Edward Morrell, George Herbert 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derb:sh.) | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. Morris, Samuel 

Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) Goulding, Edward Alfred Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. _~ v, krnest (West Ham) Mount, William George 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) | Murnaghan, George 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r.) | Gull, Sir Cameron | Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry Hammond, John (Carlow) Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Charrington, Spencer Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. Newdigate, Francis A. 
Chelsea, Viscount | Hanson, Sir Reginald | Nicholson, William Graham 
Clancy, John Joseph | Haslett, Sir James Horner | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E.| Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) | Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Hill, Sir Edward 8. (Bristol) | Phillpotts, Captain Artaur 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready Howell, William Tudor Pinkerton, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) Hutchinson, Capt G.W. Grice- | Powell, Sir Francis: Sharp 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. | Jebb, 


Richard Claverhouse 


Pretyman, Ernest George 


| 

| 
Crilly, Daniel Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) | Purvis, Robert 
Cross, Alexander a lasgow) Jordan, Jeremiah | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) Kenrick, William | Richards, Henry Charles 
Dalkeith, Earl of Kenyon, James | Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Dalv, James King, Sir Henry Seymour | Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. Knox, Edmund Francis V. | Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Lafone, Alfred | Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Doogan, P. C. | LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) | Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | Russell, Gen. F (Chelt’m) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lea, Sir T. (Londonderrv) | Russell. T. W. (Tyrone) 
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Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
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Saunderson, Col. E. J. 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) | 
Skewes-Cox, ‘Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Diike. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Evershed, Sydney 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 
Hazell, Walter 


Seale- 


Question put accordingly— 


“That the words 
of the Bill.” 


Acland-Hocd,Capt.SirAlex.F. 


perry Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. JolLn 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-‘Hunts) | 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Brist’l) 
Bentinck, Lord H. C. 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
sutcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 
Claney, John — * 


Cochrane, Hon. H. A. E. | 
Collings, Rt. hd Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cook, F. Lucas (Lambe:h) 
Cotton- Jcdreli, Col. E. 
Crean, Eugene 


| 

| 

Ready | 
T. D. | 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E: Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
| Waring, Col. Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (1. of W.) 
| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L.) 


Williams, Col, R. (Dorset) 
NOES. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberiand) 
Lough, Thomas 

McCartan, Michael 

Norton, Capt. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


AYES. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Alexander (Glasguw) 
Curzon, Visecunt (Bucks) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Daly, James 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

| Dorington, Sir J. Edward 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douyiis 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) | 


Field, William (Dublin) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Perrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, J. C. 

Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd - 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Cecil William | 


Akers- | 
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Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’r, N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


| 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

| Strachey, Edward 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

! 

| 





Warner, Thomas C 
| Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Woodall, William 
Nors— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 


| 

| 

| ¢ 

| TELLERS 

| Maddison. 
| 


FOR THE 


The House divided :—Ayes 188; Noes 
stand part | 35.—(Division List No. 203.) 


} Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

| Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

| Haslett, Sir James Horner 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| }F.ealy, T. M. (N. Louth) 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 

| Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 

| Hutchinson, Capt.G.W.Grice- 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 

| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 

| Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Kenrick, William 

| Kenyon, James 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Knox, E!»und Francis V. 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence,SirEDurning-Corn.} 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 

Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 

Legh, Hon. T. W. (Lancs) 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
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Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon §. 
McCalmont,Maj-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McCalmont,Col. J.(Antrim, E.) 
McCartan, Michael 
McKillop, James 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Metropolitan 





Allison, Robert Andrew 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Davies, M.Vaughan(Cardigan) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 


And, it being after Midnight, further 
proceeding on consideration, as amend24, 


stood adjourned. 


TELEGRAPH (MONEY) BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time, and 
committed. 
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Northcote, Hon. Sir H. §. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon. J. (K. Kerry) 
Russell, Gen. F. 8S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Saunderson, Col E. James 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Scalybr.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Maddison, Fred. 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


(BORDER 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Sullivan, Donald (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. EK. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.} 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore’r, N.) 
Wodehouse, Edmd. R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir William Walrond ced 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Strachey, Edward 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Woodall, William 


TELLFRS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Lloyd-George. 


PREVENTION 
(No. 2} 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress ; to sit again. 


committed. 


LAND TAX COMMISSIONERS’ NAMES 
BILL. 

Order for resuming Adjourned Debs: - 
on Second Reading read, and discharge}; 
Bil) withdrawn. 


MUSSEL FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time, and 






METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. 


This Bill was read a second time. and 


committed. 





House adjourned at 12.30. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 13th July 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Twelve of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ae 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


MANCHESTER CARRIAGE AND TRAM- 
WAYS COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


SAINT MARYLEBONE CHURCHES BILL. 
TH.L.) 
To be read a second time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
avreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


HEYWOOD CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Report [12th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time—(Dr. Farquharson.) 
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PETITIONS. 


_— 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against, from Brighton (2), West Ham, 


Homerton, and London ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation, from Bristol, 
Bathwick, Glasgow, Clifton, and Barton 
Hill; to lie upon the Table. 


GEOLOGICAL MUSEUM. 


From North Kent, against removal 
from Jermyn Street; to lie upon the 


Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


From Glasgow, against; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PARISH COUNCILLORS (TENURE OF 
OFFICE) BILL, 


From Bosden, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour, from City Road, Aylestone, 


Oldham, and Liverpool ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


_—. 


CIVIL SERVICES (ADDITIONAL ESTI- 
MATE, 1898-9). 

Estimate presented, of the Amount 
required in the year ending 31st March, 
1899, for certain expenditure, including 
sundry Grants-in-Aid, in connection with 
the Relief of Distress in Ireland [by 
Command]; Referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 296.] 
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FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Report of Inspectors 
of Irish Fisheries on the Sea and Inland 
Fisheries of Ireland for 1897 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 


of the House— 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (WEST 
RIDING OF THE COUNTY OF YORK). 

Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 10th August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson]; to be printed. [No: 297.] 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 4H). 

Sir Avevustus Gopson reported from 
the Committee on Group H of Private 
Bills, That the parties promoting the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill {Marylebone Order] had 
stated that the evidence of Silvanus 
Phillips Thompson, of 1, Chislett Road, 
West Hampstead, N.W., was essential 
to their case ; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Silvanus Phillips Thomp- 
son do attend the said Committee this 
day, at a Quarter after Twelve of the 


clock. 


Ordered, That Silvanus Phillips 
Thompson do attend the Committee on 
Group H of Private Bills this day, at a 
quarter after Twelve of the clock. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords, to request that their Lord- 
ships will be pleased to communicate to 
this House Copies of the Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings, together with 
the documents deposited in the case of 
Vigors’ Divorce Bill [H.L.]; and that 
the Clerk do carry the said Message. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on Divorce Bills, 
that they do hear Counsel and examine 
Witnesses for Vigors’ Divorce Bill 


[H.L.]; and also that they do hear 
Counsel and examine Witnesses against 
the Bill, if the parties concerned think 
fit to be heard by Counsel, and produce 
Witnesses.—( Vr. Attorney General.) 





{COMMONS } 





(Ireland) Bill. 
ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL, 


The House resumed consideration of 
this Bill, as amended, in Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 24, line 2, at beginning, insert ‘ for 
the period of five years.’”—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): The 
object of this Amendment is to place a 
limit upon this grant to local taxpayers 
in Ireland in connection with agricul- 
tural land, and to limit it for the same 
period of time as that of Great Britain, 
Up to now the Government has given 
us no better reason why there should 
be this different treatment between the 
British and Irish taxpayer than the 
reason that unless they give preferential 
treatment to the taxpayer in Ireland, 
whether they be occupiers or landlords, 
they could not pass this Bill. I cannot 
help thinking that that shows great 
poverty of resource. There is a better 
argument than that. It seems to me 
that that is hardly an argument to 
address to those representatives on either 
side of this House of the dominant part- 
ner. Are they to be told that there is 
no merit in making this grant perpetual, 
instead of making it for a period of five 
years, as was done in the case of Great 
Britain? There seems to me te he a 
strong argument against making this 
grant perpetual and a strong argument. 
in favour of making it for a period of 
five years. One of the reasons put for- 
ward by the Government was that they 
were about to appoint a Royal Commis- 
sion to inquire into the whole system of 
finance, and the whole incidence of local 
taxation of Great Britain, including Ire 
land. I believe the question is to ve 
considered in Ireland at the present 
moment. Well, what is the use of con- 
sidering the incidence of local taxatioa 
in Ireland if that matter is to be judged 
by making this grant in perpetuity? It 
is very remarkable that this was not 
introduced into the Bill at first, but only 
put in afterwards after arguments had 
been addressed to the question from both 
sides of the House, and the terms of the 
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agricultural grant of England and Scot- 
land were moved by a supporter of Her 
Majesty’s Government. There was no 
Party consideration at all, and therefore 
I appeal to the right honourable Gen:ie- 
man to approach this question from a 
thoroughly practical point of view. Now, 
one advantage, as I have always pointed 
out, would be that we should have equal 
treatment, but there would be another 
advantage which would be obvious. If 
you would make this distinction, it will 
be a difticult matter hereafter to refuse 
the English grant in Ireland and put it 
on all fours with England. I cannot 
help thinking that Members upon the 
opposite side of the House will, during 
the time of the next election, be 
advocating that there should be equal 
treatment in the case of the two king- 
doms, and be forced to say that ther: 
should be a limit put upon this graat. 
I quite agree that it is necessary 10 
have in Ireland some protection for the 
landlord and big occupier, but even if 
that is so, surely five years is long 
enough to see if the Act will work, and 
to see whether the injustice which the 
Irish landlords fear may be done to them 
by the rents being unduly raised is 
correct. If it be so, the Government 
can come to this House and say, we 
will stereotype this yelief of the land- 
lords from the taxpayers, but if it is 
not so, then it will be necessary to haze 
special and definite treatment for Ire- 
land in the matter of local taxation. 
For these reasons, and the fact that there 
is no necessity to stereotype this relief, I 
beg leave to move the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member who moved this 
Amendment appealed to the House 
to approach it from what he called a 
practical point of view. I am quite 
ready to do so, and that is the exact 
position from which I wish to approach 
it. I stated yesterday, and do so again 
to-day, that the essential financial pro- 
visions and the general scheme of local 
government in Ireland are intimately 
associated. Now, what does the honour- 
able Member propose? He proposes that 
one of those essential elements shall be 
for five years only. The natural conse- 
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quences of that would be that we shouid 
carry out the other part of the scheme 
for five years. Is it practical to suggest 
that the entire scheme of local govera- 
ment for Ireland shall only last for a 
period of five years! The thing 1s aot 
possible. If the House agree that our 
general scheme includes ‘the national 
taxation of Ireland as an essential prin- 
ciple, it is impossible to limit that to a 
period of five years only. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): I 
cannot agree with the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. We 
have been given an assurance that the 
whole of the taxation system, including 
that of Ireland, is to be taken into con- 
sideration, and the term for the English 
and Scotch grant was fixed for five years. 
Why this term should be given to Ire- 
land so that it should not get any beneti+ 
if it was found later to be in a worse 
condition than England I cannot under- 
stand. Last night the Chief Secretary 
said that a very small minority wished to 
argue this point. I think that is rather 
a mistake, because he has had to bribe 
both sections of his own Party to agree 
with his carrying this Bill, and has made 
a job by bribery and chicanery—it 
comes to that practically. It is a 
political dodge. He said we had declared 
for this clause upon the Second Reading 
of the Bill, but we are all in favour of 
local government for Ireland, and why 
should we vote against the Second Read- 
ing if we agree with the Bill in the main? 
This clause is a most mischievous clause, 
because a bad financial system is set up, 
and we object to it, especially that 
part which places England and Ireland 
in different positions. I know perfectly 
well that the result of this Bill will ve 
to make Home Rule inevitable, but that 
is not the point at all. The point ix 
that we are introducing by this Bill the 
principle of subvention, and a_ class 
of subvention which we over here 
very much object to. We are in- 
troduciug it in Ireland under a worse 
system and under worse conditions than 
in England. The English subvention 
has not been exactly the success that was 
anticipated, and at the end of five years 
it will be found that the Government will 
be only too happy to modify it in some 
way or other, and make it more popular. 
2G 2 
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Why are they not ready to modify this 
subvention? We do not wish that one 
penny should be taken away from Ireland 
which is given to her, but we say the 
Government will find that their method 
of giving it is fatal. We object to its 
being made a permanent clause, if it is 
to ensure that the whole of the money 
shall go into the landlords’ pockets. If 
there is a limit to it, it may probably 
go into the pockets of the tenants at first, 
but it will not be of any permanent 
benefit to the land, but if it is made 
permanent it will go into the landlords’ 
pockets. We know the Government have 
to bribe the landlord party to acquiesce 
in this Bill, but that is no reason why 
we should not oppose it tooth and nail 
when the Government bring in such an 
objectionable clause as this. I hope my 
honourable Friend will go to a Division, 
and I hope the Irish Members will sup- 
port him. The Irish Members have stated 
they will not have anything to do with 


Local Government 


this, but, if anything, will recast 
financial relations. But when this 
matter is discussed upon the finan- 


cial relations the Irish representatives 
may not be the arbiters; they may not 
be able to say, “This sum is a perma- 
nent grant to Ireland.” When a future 
House of Commons has to deal with this 
matter—I do not suppose the present 
will have to do so—when a future House 
has to take the financial relations into 
consideration, the representatives sent 
over by Irish constituencies may have 
to look on this matter as a readjustment 
ot the financial relations. They object 
to its being taken into consideration in 
that way, because it is not given more 
to the people of Ireland than to the 
landlords. But it is only granted for 
the limited period they will be able at 
the end of five years to demand this 
grant, not for the landlords, but for the 
people of Ireland; and if they then find, 
as they probably will, that the House of 
Commons considers that this is a sub- 
vention to Ireland, and insists upon 
*aking it into consideration, in reviewing 
the financial relations, they may, 
at that time, have power to say, 
“We will not have it in this form, 
but we will have it in such a 
form that shall give it to the poor 
classes of Ireland.” I think the Govern- 
ment huve not given sufficient attention 


Mr. Warner. 
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to this matter, and I think, from a prac- 
tical point of view, the Government have 
ignored their traditions and given them- 
selves away for Party purposes. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): No 
the Chief Secretary thoroughly under- 
stood his own argument when he told us 
the financial provisions were an essential 
part of the scheme for local government 
in Ireland. He is undoubtedly right in 
the statement, but what are the financial 
provisions which are essential to the 
scheme? He has on another occasion 
informed us of his essential financial pro- 
visions. Under this Bill the balance of 
power is transferred, so far as the control 
oi local expenditure is concerned, from 
the large to the small ratepayers. Now, 
under the Irish system of local taxation 
as it now exists the large ratepayers, 
having the control and the voting power, 
are able to limit the expenditure; but it 
is felt that to transfer the voting power, 
and give equal franchise to all the rate- 
payers, large and small, would be to 
transfer to the small ratepayers the 
means of embarking upon an extravagant 
expenditure, which might work to the dis- 
advantage of the large ratepayers. Con- 
sequently the Government alter the sys- 
tem of ratepaying in Ireland, and compel 
the occupier to pay all the rates, and 
take from the landlord the burden he 
bears of half the rates, and transfer the 
whole burden to the occupier. Now, that 
provision may be essential to the scheme 
of local government—that is to say, as 
the small ratepayers will have the control 
of the expenditure, it is essential that 
they should feel the entire responsibility 
of meeting it. But a payment out of the 
local taxation grant to the landowners 
of Ireland is not an essential part of the 
scheme at all. It is a grant in aid given 
to a particular class of persons. All the 
provisions of the Bill would proceed in the 
same way exactly if this grant in aid were 
not given, or if made to tenants only 
instead of landlords. It is a misuse of 
language to declare that financial provi- 
sions are essential. If the grant from 
the local taxation account were limited to 
five years, the other provisions of the 
Bill would remain intact without these 
financial provisions affecting the matter. 
But the argument which the right 
honourable Gentleman put forward is no 
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answer to us. This grant was based upon 
the grant of the English Act, and the 
English Act was introduced, partly in 
order to relieve what was declared to be 
the unfair burdens which had been place 
upon English agricultural land and 
partly to relieve the acute distress exist- 
ing in agriculture. The fact that the 
burden upon land was taken to be exces- 
sive was given as the reason for 
the grant, but it was limited to 
five years, because it was felt that, 
though the burdens upon §agricul- 
ture were truly greater than they 
ought to be, they were no greater than 
the burdens pressing upon other indus- 
tries in the country. The whole matter 
was submitted to the consideration of a 
Royal Commission, and the Act was ex- 
pressly limited to five years in order 
that the Government might not be 
pledged by its operation to any definite 
scheme. At the Royal Commission 
evidence has been taken for  Ire- 
land, as well as for Great Britain. 
It was decided that, if it was found 
either in England or Ireland that 
the relief from the burdens was 
unfair relief, undoubtedly then we ought 
not to be parties to any advance before 
the judgment of the Royal Commission. 
There ought not to be handed over so 
large an annual grant to Irish landlords, 
or even to Irish tenants, unless we are 
assured that the principle on which that 
grant is made is fair and equitable. The 
right honourable Gentleman has not 
attempted either now or on the previous 
occasion, when the Bill was under discus- 
sion in Committee, to answer the argu- 
ments which have been pressed upon 
him. I appeal to the fair consideration 
of the House in a matter of equity and 
fair dealing between the constituencies 
and the Irish landlords, and I appeal to 
them, as the guardians of the public 
purse, that they should not hand over 
unrestrictedly for ever and ever this 
large grant without waiting for the judg- 
ment of the Royal Commission. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
etc.): My honourable Friend below me 
made an appeal to my honourable Friends 


from Ireland to support this Amendment, 
and they treated that appeal with a 
good deal of merriment. The Royal 
Commission now sitting has not had the 
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question of local taxation within the 
purview of its investigation. It is a 
question of what is the amount due to 
Ireland, and what is the amount due to 
Great Britain. It is purely a question 
betwen Great Britain and Ireland—a 
question between the towns and the 
country in Great Britain and the towns 
and the country in Ireland. A great 
deal has been said about that Commis- 
sion, and about the evidence that was 
taken. I think a great deal more will 
have to be said, if not this Session, at 
any rate next Session, about that Coin- 
mission. I think, for my part, that the 
Commission was not in order in eliciting 
facts and then postponing its Report on 
this question. They have hardly taken 
any evidence, and I believe they are 
deliberately postponing the issue of the 
Report. The evidence they have taken 
ag regards Ireland is extremely interest- 
ing. The representatives from the towns 
and boroughs say that the grievances of 
their constituents are much greater than 
the grievances of the farmers. Their 
rates are higher, there is more distress, 
and their means are less adequate to 
meet the high rates than they are in the 
country ; their rates are treble and their 
means are less. 


“Very well,” said the President of the 
Local Government Board, “ if there is some- 
thing in that we will appoint a commission to 
investigate the matter. You have had the com- 
mission, and that commission has reported that 
there is a case in favour of grants in aid. There 
has been no commission as far as the towns 
are concerned. We cannot act except upon 
the report of a commission; and we will there- 
fore appoint a commission to see whether there 
is any grievance on that point.” 


An exceedingly interesting memorandum 
has been presented by the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland to this Commis- 
sion. It has not taken much evidence, 
but the evidence which it has taken is 
very relevant to the Debate on this 
issue, and shows that there is, after all, 
an opinion, not merely in Great Britain, 
but in Ireland, in favour of the towns 
as against the country. The Member 
for Islington last night made an astound- 
ing statement. He said the poor rate in 
Ireland was double that of this country. 
I challenge him on that, as he poses us 
a great authority on local administration 


in Ireland. To-day I have had an oppor- 
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tunity of looking into the memorandum 
prepared by the Local Government 
Board for this Commission, which has 
been appointed, as far as Great Britain 
and Ireland are concerned, in order that 
the whole matter should be re-entered 
into and readjusted at the end of five 
years. I find that the poor rate in Ire. 
land, instead of being 4s. in the £, as 
stated by the honourable Member for 
Islington last night, is 1s. 54d. in the 
£. That is the average throughout the 
country, but there are cases, I have no 
doubt, where the poor rate runs up to 
3s. or 4s. in the £. The other figure, 
however, is the average throughout the 
country. There are several cases in Eng- 
land where it runs up to large amouuts. 
The question, after all, is whether we 
should have an opportunity in the towns 
at the end of five years of putting in a 
claim to a share of this three-quarters of 
# million. I find that the town taxes 
amount to 4s. 1?d., and the honourable 
Member for Islington was really referring 
to the grievances of the towns, though 
he did not know it. My point is that 
you are going to pay half the poor rate 
in Ireland in the country, and that the 
‘grievances of the town are greater than 
the grievances of the country, inasmuch 
as in the towns you have to pay not 
merely the poor rate, but other rates 
which do not fall upon the country. We 
have taxes you know nothing about in 
the country. The honourable Member 
for Islington evidently last night quoted 
exceptional cases. He said there were 
cases of rates of 4s. in the £, but I find 
there are towns which are actually rated 
at 6s. 53d. in the £. There are many 
honourable Gentlemen in the House who 
represent towns, and I ask them whether 
they consider it fair to their own towns 
that they should be debarred from having 
a share in this sum of £750,000, instead 
of giving it in perpetuity to the land- 
lords and other classes in Ireland. 


An Irish MEMBER: 
of ourselves. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Is it not time 
that the British Members should take 
care of themselves? <A great deal of this 
money is coming from Great Britain, 
and I think we have a right to ask what 
is going to be done with this money. 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Let us take care 
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The honourable Member for Mayo called 
it blackmail, and so it is. If it is going 
to be blackmail, we, at any rate, on this 
side of the House wash our hands of it. 
The honourable Member says: “ We will 


take care of ourselves.’ I know he 
generally does wherever the British 
Exchequer is concerned. I ask the 


honourable Members who represent towns, 
if there is going to be a readjustment at 
the end of five years, what the towns 
will say. My honourable Friends from 
Ireland are taking care of themselves, 
Yes, they will take care of themselves ; 
they won't suffer. Now is the time for 
the British taxpayer to take care of 
himself. This is given on the assump- 
tion that, after five years’ silence, there 
is going to be a readjustment and recon- 
sideration of the whole question; the 
grievances of the towns are to be recon- 
sidered, as well as the grievances of the 
country ; if the town is treated unfairly 
as compared with the country, that town 
grievance is to be redressed. What is 
going to happen in Ireland! What money 
that has been given to the landlord in 
Ireland has ever been disgorged! We 
have given money for drainage, for 
rivers, for roads, and for railways, and 
how much of that money has come 
back to the British Exchequer? We con- 
stantly called upon you to give this 
money. You give tens of thousands to 
Irish landlords who get money for their 
own property in the name of public 
improvements, and are you going to say 
that this money given to the Irish land- 
lords is a permanency, and that money 
given to relieve agricultural distress in 
England is to be reconsidered at the end 
of five years? If this Debate proves any- 
thing, it proves that your Commission is 
a farce ; it proves that you don’t mean it, 
because everybody knows perfectly well 
that you cannot treat the British and 
Irish differently. If you make it a 
permanency in Ireland you must make it 
& permanency in Great Britain. It is 
simply in order to delude the constitu- 
encies of the country, because you know 
that in five years or so there will have 
been a General Election, and you will 
say, “This is not the time; no report 
has been issued, and we cannot deal with 
the matter.” It was never intended to 
act, and, therefore, I support this Amend- 
ment, 











De @ he —-~ 


l- 
v 


ll 
t 


1- 








$13 Local Government 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
wish our friends from Ireland to note 
that the action we are now taking in 
relation to this Bill is quite consistent 
with the action we took on the English 
Bill. We object to this class of legisla- 
tion on principle, and not because it 
applies to Ireland; we object to it as 
applymg to any part of the United King- 
dom. i know what the Government have 
in their minds. At the end of five years 
their friends the landlords will be press- 
ing them for a renewal of the grant. The 
landlords of Great Britain have a weapon 
placed in their hands by this clause to 
strengthen their demand to. have their 
relief in perpetuity. That is one of the 
reasons Why we are opposing this clause, 
and why we want similar legislation for 
Ireland as for Great Britain. I thought 
it was one of the cardinal principles of 
the Tory Party that legislation was to be 
applied all round equally to all parties 
in all parts of the United Kingdom. Here 
we have special legislation for England 
and special legislation for Ireland. Why 
this system of granting Home Rule by 
privilege? If you are really in favour 
of giving Ireland the option as to what 
legislation it should have let the people 
of that country take their legislation out 
of their own Parliament, and not bit by 
bit from this House in this objectionable 
manner. I wish the honourable Mem- 
ber had been here upon whose Motion 
the Act of 1896 was limited to five years’ 
application in this country. The Govern- 
ment then gave way because they said 
that there would be a great stampede of 
Yorkshire, Lancashire, and Cheshire 
Members, who would have defeated them 
in the Lobby had they not surrendered. 
I regret, therefore, that he who cham- 
pioned: the cause of justice and of sound 
legislation in 1896 is not here now to 
assist us in making the same principle 
apply to Ireland. I have no doubt there 
are many Members on that side of the 
House who object to this clause. I saw 
several honourable Members rise some 
time back, in order, I hope, to protest in 
the name of their constituents against 
this legislation. I saw the honourable 
Member for Pete: borough rise—— 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): May I 
point out that the honourable Member 
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for Peterborough rose to speak against 
the Amendment? 


Mr. BROADHURST: I should have 
been glad if the honourable Member for 
Peterborough had stated his reasons for 
voting against the Amendment, for I con- 
sulted his constituents at a great mass 
meeting a short time back, and then 
found a unanimous vote, representative 
of all classes and of all politics, against 
the system that we are now discussing. 
We are not dealing on the main question 
us to the morality of the grant; that we 
deal with at a later stage. We are now 
pleading with the Government that they 
will make legislation uniform, and have 
it applied to the whole kingdom as one 
system, instead of slicing it into quarters. 
I regret that the honourable Member for 
Feterborough has been muzzled by his 
leader. I saw the usual channels of com- 
munication opened from the Treasury 
Bench, and I noticed that the honourable 
Member subsided. That will be said in 
mitigation, perhaps, of his sins of com- 
mission when he comes before those 
whom he has to answer to for votes given 
in this House on various questions. You 
cannot make arguments to’ support you 
in dividing your legislation in the manner 
you are now doing, and I shall certainly 
vote, as I did in the English Act, in 
favour of the limitation, in order that 
this Conservative Government may save 
itself from its own follies, of tying its 
hands for all time, no matter how circum- 
stances may change in the course of a 
few years. I submit that that is a per- 
fectly consistent and a perfectly sound 
course to take. It is really true Conser- 
vatism, and my friends on this side of 
the House are advocating it largely on 
this ground. I shall support the Amend- 
ment which has been submitted to the 
House. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
rise to support the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for South Somerset. 
I cannot understand why this limitation 
is not accepted .y the Government. It 
wag put in the English Act, and I do not 
see why the same limitation should not 
apply to Ireland. I am not one of those 
who abuse the Irish landlords; on the 
contrary, I have great sympathy for them 
and think they have been exceedingly 
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badly treated in the past. 
most unnecessary Land Act was passed, 
by which the Irish landlords have been 
further plundered, but that is no reason, 
in my opinion, why the Government 
should make a proposal of this sort. I 
think it is most unfair, so far as England 
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is concerned, and «as the representative 
of an English town I take this oppor- 
tunity of expressing my disapproval of 
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The House divided:—Ayes 42; Noes 
161.—{Division List No. 204.) 
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Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’!) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 9, leave out ‘poor rate 
and.’”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Mr. G. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): The Amendment which I pro- 
pose is one which strikes at the land. 
lords’ grant in this Bill, and it is that 
which I object to. Now, Sir, I think no 
one can convict the Liberal Members on 
this side of the House of unduly inter- 
fering with these Irish Debates. We are 
willing to allow the Irish Members to 
mould Irish legislation, and we support 
them in the Lobby, but when it comes 
to making usa of British money—an 
illegitimate use of British money—I 
think it is time for us to contend for the 
interests of our constituencies. For my 
own part, I have no desire to limit a 
grant to Ireland, provided that it is well 
and properly expended, but to expend 
it upon landlords I ‘have a very strong 
objection indeed. The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, when he is discussing this clause, 
always is, I notice, not quite so delighted 
as he generally is, and I think it is 
because he has absolutely no reason 
whatever to urge for this proposal which 
he submits to the House. He has never 
given one single reason why the Irish 
landlords should be relieved of half their 
poor rate during the whole course of this 
Debate, and last night he begged for 
silence from the friends of this Bill. It 
is only, I think, about two months age 
that the honourable and learned Member 
for North Louth berged that the Govern- 
ment should be silent and not answer 


the arguments used on this side of the 
House. 


Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 





TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: I never used the 
word argument because I never heard 
any. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Well, can he trust 
the Government in this matter! Has he 
not sufficient’ confidence in the Chief 
Secretary! Well, Sir, the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland was good enough to say 
last night that this clause, this money 
for the Irish landlords, was accepted by 
the honourable Members for Ireland. 
Well, I cannot understand how he carn 
say this in the face of the declaration 
of the honourable Gentleman the Mem» 
ber for East Mayo, when he said lass 
night that the Government told us 
this money was the price they had to 
pay for local government, and though 
they thought it a scandalous arrange- 
ment, they agreed to it rather than lose 
the Bill. How can the Chief Secretary, 
in the face of that, maintain that this is 
accepted by the Irish Members, wher 
they sav that it is a scandalous arrange 


ment to pay that price in order 
that the Bill shall pass. He was 
good enough to tell us that the 
Liberal Front Bench will not oppose 


this grant to Ireland. I think the 
Chief Secretary again spoke without his 
book, because last night, on an Amend- 
ment which was considered by the 
Government to be one of vital impor- 
tance, every Member of the Front Beach 
voted against it. Not only that, but the 
Leader of the Opposition, the Member 
for West Monmouthshire, said this was: 


“hush money to keep the Irish landlords: 
silent ” 


in this matter, and allow the Bill to pass. 
Now I would ask the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, does he imagine for one moment 
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that the Leader of the Opposition would 
wote for “hush” money to any sectioa 
ef the Irish landlords, to keep them 
quiet? I do think the Chief Secretary for 
Treland must have been misinformed when 
he says that the Liberal Front Bench is 
in favour of the principle of this Amend- 


ment. The right honourable Gentleman, 


tells us that this thing has been done 
over and over again, and that this very 
self-same question was brought before 
the House twice before—once, in May, 
1896, and again in May, 1897. Then 
the Government took absolutely dia- 
metrically opposite views to what they 
do to-day, and what they do now. In 
May, 1896, they rejected this by an 
enormous majority of 107, and only last 
year they again rejected it. Therefore, 
I say that the Chief Secretary cannot 
accuse us of bringing up matters outside 
the question over and over again, when 
the Government have proved themselves 
to be amenable to pressure in this 
respect, and they have given way to the 
Trish Members. I do not see why, if 
‘we continue our opposition long enough, 
they may not revert to their former frame 
of mind. I think they will, if we con- 
tinue these Debates long enough, because 
I observe that in the last Division we 
had a distinguished Unionist Member 
who voted with us, and I recollect that 
the Member for Stockport denounced this 
‘very proposal which is now submitted to 
the House, and he said that if he voted 
for it he should consider that he wa3 
“diddling” his constituents. The only 
Member on this side of the House who 
supports this proposal is the honcurable 
Member for Islington. He said last night 
that he was ashamed to sit on these 
Liberal benches. Well, Sir, there is no 
compulsion for him to sit on these 
Liberal benches. This money will be 
stopped from going to the Irish land- 
lords if this Amendment of mine is car- 
ried, and remember that if the proposai 
of the Government is adopted the money 
will come out of the pockets of the 
people of this country—out of th» 
pockets of the people of Islington. By 
this clause, Mr. Speaker, large. land- 
Mr. Lambert. 
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owners not residing in Ireland, but 
residing in England—gentlemen like the 
Duke of Devonshire, Lord Londonderry, 
and Lord Lansdowne—will get enormous 
sums from this Bill. I would have 
asked the honourable Member for Isling- 
ton a question had he been in his place, 
but he was wise enough to absent him- 
self. I would have asked him how the 
people of Islington, who are amongst the 
poorest people in this country, would 
like to be taxed to the tune of some- 
thing like £5 or £6 per head in order to 
increase the revenue of these noblemen 
who live in these splendid mansions and 
enjoy such princely incomes? Why, 
Sir, I do not doubt for one moment that 
if the honourable Member for Islington’s 
constituents, or any other honourable 


Member’s constituents on that sida 
of the House, were asked to give 
an opinion on this subject, they 


would decide against it by a very large 
majority indeed. Now, Sir, the honour- 
able Gentleman opposite bas said that 
the clergy have a great grievance with 
regard to rating. I hope on this sub- 
ject we shall hear the views of the 
honourable Member for Peterborough. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Manchester, E.): 
I beg to claim that clause 42 be added to 
the Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It appears to me that 
an endeavour has been made to move & 
series of Amendments all raising prac- 
tically the same points and supported by 
the and under these 
circumstances I accept this Motion. I 
may say that the other Amendments in 
the name of the honourable Member for 
South Molton and in the name of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo are 
out of order. 


same arguments, 


Question put— 
“That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided:—Ayes 
Noes 47.—{Division List No. 205.) 


160; 














$21 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

‘Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manc’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach. Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist']) 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc'r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col, E. T. D. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Daly, James 

Denny. Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Local Government 








{13 Jury 1898} 


AYES. 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gordon, Hon. John Edwari 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir J. H. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel &. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frede-vick 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence,SirK Durning (Ccrn } 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Liewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McCalmont, Maj-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
McIver, Sir Lewis 
McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 





NOES. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 
Crombie, John William | 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Kdmond 
(toddard, Daniel ford | 
Gold, Charles 





: (Ireland) Bull. 






822 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W: (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon.W.F.D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somers2t) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C .E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’r, N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Bert's, K.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Hayne, Rt: Hon. C. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 

Tones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 





823 


Logan, John William 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pirie, Duncan V 

Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 


Question put. 








Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manc’r.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Brist’}) 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birin.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wor:'r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Col. Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Iscuglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thomas C. T. 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 





The House divided :—Ayes 182; Noes 
43.—{Division List No. 206.) 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Frv. Lewis 

Gibbons, J. Llovd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’]) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 








MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qu’nsC.) 
McCalmont, Mj.-Gn.(Ant’m,N) 
McCalmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
McIver, Sir Lewis 

McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 

Milton, Viscount 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm'thsh.} 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, tieorze 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute} 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8S. 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Malley, William 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russéll, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.‘ Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
‘Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Waring, Col. Thomas 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


Pillson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): On a point of order, I have 
a question of privilege to raise with regard 
to three Members in the last Division. The 
honourable Member for Hunts, I under- 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-I..) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’sh., N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 





NOES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Lewis, John Herbert | 
Logan, John William 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | 


| 


(Carnarvon 
one. 
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Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, kK.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


submit that this case is a much stronger 
In the case where you allowed the 
House to adjudicate with regard to the 
votes there was no pecuniary direct in- 
terest. It was simply a case in which the 


stand, is one of those who will receive a | corporation of which the Members con- 
large swn of money under the clause |cerned were trustees and managers seeking 
he voted for in the last Division. The | for enlarged powers. But, still, you then, 
honourable Member, I understand, will Sir, allowed the House to discuss the ques- 
receive £800 a year under the clause he | tion whether the interests were  sufli- 
has voted for, and that seems to me to | ciently direct and personal to justify the 
be a matter for a point of order. The | House in declining to allow the votes. I 
honourable Member for North Armagh | Submit that this case is similar to the 
is another Member in the same position. | case of the Mombasa directors, who voted 

| on the question whether a large sum of 





CotoxEL SAUNDERSON : Hear, hear! | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am glad the 
honourable and gailant Member admits 
it. There is nothing like pleading guilty 
if you want alight sentence. The honour- 
able Member for Cambridge is also in the 
same position, and I submit, Mr, Speaker, 
that these votes ought to be disallowed 
on the ground of personal interest—direct 
personal interest of a pecuniary character. 
We had a discussion with regard to the 
votes of some railway directors some time 
ago, and you, Mr. Speaker, left it to the 
judgment of the House to say whether the 
votes should be disallowed—whether the 
interest they had in the passing of a Bill 
in which their company was concerned 
was sufficient to exclude their votes. 1 








money should be granted to develop the 
resources of the district under their con- 
trol. But even in that case the money 
did not go into their own pockets, except 
indirectly. But there was a personal in- 
terest, and although the question was a 
question of a public character the House 
was allowed to decide the validity of the 
votes, 


Cotonst SAUNDERSON: I rise to a 
point of order. I wish to ask whether it 
is in order for the honourable Member to 
make a speech on Mombasa on an Irish 
question? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber is entitled to assist me by quoting 
precedents, but I quite well remember 
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the Mombasa case, and there is no need} 


for him to give me particulars. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then, Sir, I 
will not dwell upon that, but still I am 
simply quoting precedents. I put it to 
you as a point of order, and will say no 
more. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Rule of the House 
is well understood, that there must be a 
direct pecuniary interest of a private and 
particular, and not of a public and 
general nature; and where the question 
before the House is of a public and 
general nature and incidentally involves 
pecuniary interest to a class which in- 
cludes Members of the House, they are 
not prevented by the Rule of the House 
from voting. If it were otherwise, it is 
obvious that on any proposal for alter- 
ing the law of rating anyone who was 
either a landlord or ratepayer might be 
prevented from voting. It appears to 
me that in the present case no question 
of privilege arises. 

Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: I beg to 
move on clause 43— 

“Page 24, line 36, after ‘valuation,’ to in- 
sert, ‘made in accordance with the prescribed 
rules, and on taking into account any excep- 
tional circumstances which appear to the Board 
to have caused a variation for the average.” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the Rules be laid on the Table of the 
House? 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: 


cannot be done this Session. 


That 


Mr. LAMBERT: What are the pre- 
scribed Rules? It is an extremely bad 
proof of the Bill. For my own part, I 
think these prescribed Rules might have 
the effect of increasing the grant to be 
made by England to Ireland, and there- 
fore I, as an English Member, am bound 
to protect the interests of my own consti- 
tuency. I shall, unless these prescribed 
Rules are given to us with something more 
like clearness than the Chief Secretary 
has given us, take exception to the 
introduction of this clause, because it may 
have the effect of doing that which I 
most strongly object to—giving more 
money to the Trish landlords. Is the 
English precedent to be followed—which 
was one of the worst that could be intro- 


Mr. Speaker. 
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duced—where we gave a certain amount of 
money, and we were forced to give it irre- 
spective altogether as to whether it repre. 
sented the proper amount of expenditure? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think the 
case of the English Rules is the strongest 
possible argument against this Amend- 
ment. Under that Bill we said it would 
work badly, and our experience in that 
case proves what would ensue in this 
case. My honourable and _ learned 
Friend the Member for North Louth 
asked would the Rules be laid on the 
Table of the House, and the Chief Secre- 
tary could not undertake that they would. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Not 


Session. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What hap- 
pened in the former case was, you had 
these Rules laid on the Table of the 
House, but they laid so late that you 
could not discuss them except by general 
consent, and they were carried through in 
spite of our protests. But I object to 
these words upon very much larger 
grounds. I object to this legislation by 
prescribed Rules. Acccrding to the 
machinery of this House, we have to rush 
a Bill through Parliament simply because 
there is no time for ample discussion. 
I object to it because every Bill intro- 
duced into this House by the present 
Government is practically handed over to 
the legislation of Government Depart- 
ments, either in Dublin Castle or White- 
hall. That is a form of legislation which 
a democratic country will not approve of. 
You hand over to officials Dublin 
Castle or Whitehall powers which ought 
to be left to this House. I venture to 
suggest that in some cases those officials 
practically override the decisions of the 
House of Commons. The Treasury un- 
doubtedly overrules the decisions of the 


this 


in 


House of Commons. I do not know 
whether there is any Vote in the 
Estimates or not, but we only dis- 


cussed it for about half an hour in Com- 
mittee; but, at any rate, there is no 
practical control over any action of this 
Board of Valuation in Ireland. Here you 
have got in England a Local Government 
Board which is probably the most effi- 
cient Department we have got, and an 
excellent staff. But even with such a 
staff as that, with splendid men at the 
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head of it and the best possible legal 
advisers, there are all sorts of difficulties 
and defects, and, as my honourable Friend 
the Member for South Molton has said, 
things are dealt with there in a rough, 
ready, and ruthless way, with the result 
that one portion did exceedingly well, and 
the next did very badly. You pilfer one 
parish in order to endow another. You 
make these rules, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board cut their garment to the 
measure of their cloth. I say that these 
rules are intended to burke discussion, 
and that is the whole point of it. And 
why is it? Is it because the House of 
Commons is incompetent to deal with 
the question? What does it involve? 
These rules involve a reconstruction of 
the machinery of local taxation, and you 
have the new basis of local taxation in 
Ireland. You say henceforth that the 
land shall not be liable for half the rates. 
There will be all sorts of readjustments 
to be made, and it will upset the whole 
machinery of local rating in Ireland. At| 
any rate, if this Bill in its operation pro- 
duces the same results in Ireland as a 
similar Bill has done in England and 
Wales you will have complaints from 
every rural parish in the whole country 
when it is passed that it has upset the 
whole machinery of local rating. The 
machinery of local rating is not perfect 
as it is, and I do not know that the 
circumstances are better in Ireland than 
in this country. If it is, it is the only 
law which will be in that position. There- 
fore you propose to reconstruct your 
machinery, and, instead of leaving it to 
this House, you say that it is to be done 
by somebody else. The question is 
whether this is to be done by the Board 
of Valuation in Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Well, if the 
Local Government Board in Ireland is 
anything like the Local Government Board 
in England, it will be very well doue. 
But that Board is probably like every 
other department in Ireland. I think it 





No; by 


is a monstrous thing that we should in 
every Bill which is introduced, whether 
in a rating Bill or a Land Bill or an 
Education Bill or a Local Government 
Bill, or even a Disestablishment Bill, in 
every Bill which is introduced into this 
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House, especially by the present Govern- 
ment, it contains a provision of this kind 
which delegates matters of the zravest 
possible importance to Government De- 
partments over which we have no controt 
—that is, no real, substantial, or direct 
control. I protest against it, and I mean 
to vote against it. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): We 
are at a great disadvantage in discussing 
this Bill, because practically we have two 
Bills. We have the Bill originally in- 
troduced and the new Bill, or what 
amounts almost to a new Bill by the 
large number of new clauses and im- 
portant Amendments made by the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland since the Committee 
stage. It is all very well for the Chief 
Secretary to put it in this way. We are 
practically asked to sign a blank cheque. 
We are asked to agree to an Amendment 
which provides for the issuing of rules: 
rezulating the assessment of the poor rate, 
and we have no conception of what the 
rules are to be. The rules may probably 
be much more important than the Bull, 
and if our experience in England is to be 
followed by the same experience of the 
working of this Act in Ireland, the rules: 
are more important than the Bill itself. 
And yet we are asked to pass this Bilk 
on the promise of the Chief Secretary 
that the rules will be laid on the Table 
either this Session or at some other time 
when it is altogether too late for the 
House to have any control or authority 
in the matter. What the Chief Secre-- 
tary would do wisely would be to adjourn 
this clause until he has made up his mind 
what his rules are to be and what they 
are to be like. Let him get the rules 
drafted and printed and submitted to 
the House, and then we should be in @ 
position to discuss this clause and assist: 
him in amending it in a reasonable and 
just manner. Now, we in England are 
people who have to pay a portion of 
this money to honourable Gentlemen: 
sitting on the opposite side, and although 
it is very nice to do this for them, it 
is not so very agreeable to us. If the 
money is to be filched from us for this 
purpose, then let us know what the basis 
of valuation is to be and what the rules 
are to be to regulate that basis. I do 
trust the Chief Secretary, who is usually 
very reasonable in these matters, will 
see how important it is in his own 
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interests that he should adjourn this 
clause to a later stage, in order that we 
aight see the rules which are so impor- 
tant a factor in the working out of this 
43rd clause. If he does that we shall 
welcome his Motion, and agree to assist 
him in getting through with the clause. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): The 
Amendment of the Chief Secretary seems 
to me to be what the Bill provides for 
in clause 42, that is the total poor rate 


Lecal Government 


in the standard year which has _ been’ 


Jevied in Ireland is to be the amount of 
the Imperial contribution. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
samount stated to have been raised. 


Mr. CALDWELL: That is the 42nd 
section as it stands. To take your Bill 
with the Amendment it means this, that 
you are-—— 


The 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
thonourable Member must confine himself 
to the Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The effect of the 
Amendment will be this. You must take 
the amount that has been raised in the 
standard year in respect of poor rates 
and county cess, and that is the amount. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The only 
efiect of the Amendment will be that 
rules will have to be laid down as to 
the way in which the Local Government 
Board will avail themselves of it. The 
Amendment is not to increase the power 
of the Local Government Board. 


Mr. CALDWELL: But the Amend- 
ment undoubtedly increases the power of 
the Local Government Board to grant 
more money, because the Amendment 
‘Says— 

“Taking into account any exceptional cir- 
eumstances which appear to the Board to 
have caused a variation from the average.” 
‘The variation may be more or it may 
be less. It may be either one or the 
other. The effect will be this: in some 
cases you might get more money, and in 
others less. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That power 
will be possessed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board under the clause as it stood 
before. 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: I apprehend the 
whole scope of the Act is this: that Ire 
land is to take what has been bond fide 
raised in respect of poor rate and county 
cess. The effect will be this, that you 
are going to give a latitude to the Local 
Government Board that they may in- 
crease the amount that they actually 
raised by the poor rate or county cess, 
and thereby you are handing over to this 
Local Government Board by rules you 
are to prescribe according to the way 
that you may pass these rules, how they 
are to interpret them. I consider in the 
case of the English Act the practical 
working is simply this: they ‘ake ivto 
calculation the amount ascertained, and 
to ascertain that amount you must have 
machinery to do it. But what was cer- 
tified as ascertained in the case of Eng- 
land and Scotland was this: it was the 
amount that was bond fide raised in Eng- 
land and Scotland for this purpose, and 
there was no latitude as you are seeking 
to establish here. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is just 


the same in Scotland. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
The right honourable Gentleman says 
that this is merely a drafting Amend- 
ment. That is what I must object to, 
because it means the adoption of a prin- 
ciple which will have to be considered 
by English as well as by Irish Members. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is a little 
more than a drafting Amendment. 


Mr. WARNER: I think this will have 
a considerable effect upon the Act, and 
I shall certainly for one vote against 
this Amendment. I think it will have a 
very evil effect. 


Mr. STRACHEY: I hope the Govern- 
ment will not strictly follow the prece- 
dent adopted by them when they passed 
the rules under the Agricultural Act for 
England and Scotland ; at the same time 
I hope the Government will not adopt 
that precedent. As regards the English 
rules what the Government did was, that 
they simply laid them on the table for 
one day. The net result was that we 
had only one day to consider them, and 
I do say that if this House had had an 
opportunity of discussing those rules 
before they finally became law it would 
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have been the means of preventing a 
great many of the difficulties which have 
arisen, and a great deal of the trouble 
of the assessment committee would have 
been avoided. When I say this I speak 
about what I know of the Assessment 
Committee, on which I sit, for we have 
had a great amount of correspondence 
with the Local Government Board, and 
if the Local Government Board had had 
the opportunity and the advantage of 
having had a full discussion upon these 
rules in this House, it would not have 
given occasion for all the difficulties and 
all the trouble that has arisen. There- 
fore, in the interests of making these 
rules more practical, I venture to ask 
the Chief Secretary to add to his Amend- 
ment the following words— 

“Such rules shall not come into operation 


until they have been laid for ten days on the 
Table of both Houses of Parliament.” 


Mr. LAMBERT: Personally, I per- 


fectly agree with my honourable Friend | 
We have had some experience 


below me. 
of the working of the Rules of the English 
Act, and I have always voted against 
these powers being given to Irish boards, 
and I must heartily support my honour- 
able Friend in his Amendment to bring 
these Rules under the purview of Parlia- 
ment. If these Rules are brought before 
Parliament we shall know what we are 
doing, but if they are not they may be 
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drafted in Ireland and forced upon the 
Irish boards and local authorities, and 
a most unsatisfactory state of things will 
be arrived at. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: So far as we are 
concerned, if the Government are pre- 
pared to withdraw this Amendment, we 
have no objection. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps it 
would be the best thing to do. 


Mr. FLYNN: I hope the Government 
will not withdraw this Amendment. It 
will be of great use, and will neither de- 
crease nor increase the amount of the 
orant. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not object 
to the clause at all; I simply oppose it 
being done in this way. It is a most 
malicious practice and a growing practice 
of legislating by Departmental Rules. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 


| Amendment— 





“That there be added at the end these 


words— 

“Such rules shall not come into operation 
until they have been laid for ten days upon 
the Table of both Houses of Parliament.’ 


The House divided:—Ayes 58; Noes 
194.—{Division List No. 207.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Gold, Charles 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Soames, Arthur Weilesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stevenson, Francis S. 





Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


VOL. LXI. 








Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


[FourtH Sertgs. | 2H 








Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, FE.) 
Thomas, A, (Glamorgan, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edin.) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. 
Lambert. 


835 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, John 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John — A. 
Zalcarres, Lor« , 
osc Aiea (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes. Frederic Gorell 
Barry. RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon, A. Benjamin 
Beach. Rt. HnSirM. H. (Brist 1) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) . 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy. John Joseph ; 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly. Daniel 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas. William Donaldson 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 
Denny, Colonel 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C 
Douglas, Rt. 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon, Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


Hon. A. Akers- 


The original Amendment 
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Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Captain 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. 2. W. 
| Hanson, Sir Reginald 
| Hardy, Laurence 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Luuth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
| Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) | 
| Holland, Hon. L. Raleigh 
Houston, R. P. 
Howell, William Tudor 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Kenrick, William 
| Kenyon, James 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Llewelyn. SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qn’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
| McCartan, Michael 
| McEwan, William 
| McIver, Sir Lewis 
McKillop, James 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
| Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 








was then put. 
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Morris, Samnel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, J. F. X. :Cozk) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Parkes, Ebenezer . 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. ©. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T, (Hartlep’l) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, A. H; (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Waring, Col, Thomas 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore’sh., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS roR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The House divided :—Ayes 188; Noes 
- .—(Division List No. 208.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John George A. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3owles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hn. J, (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John ©. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin. Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John E. 


(Ireland) Bull. 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. | 


Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G'rg’s) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
treville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy. Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James H. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. T. 

Hill, Sir E. 8. (Bristol) 


| Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 


Houston, R. P. 


| Howell, William Tudor 

| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. FE. T. D. | 


| 





| 


Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qn’s C.) 
McCalmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
McCartan, Michael 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 


NOES. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
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More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon.F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
| Pinkerton, John 

| Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
| Pollock, Harry Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. FE. 
Purvis, Robert 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’)) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Russell,Gen.F.S. (Cheltenham) 
| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 


| Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart. M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 


Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny) 


| Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 


Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson, J. W. (Worc’sh., N.) 


Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 
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Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


Richardson, J. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 25, line 22, after ‘raised,’ insert * and 
any town which is constituted an urban sani- 
tary district, or which, being an urban sani- 
tary district, is added to a_ rural  sani- 
tary district, shall, if the order for each con- 
stitution or addition was made before the end 
of six months after the passing of this Act, 
whether made before or after that pass- 
ing, and whether confirmed or taking effect 
before or after the end of such six months. be 
treated as having been so constituted or added, 
as the case may be, during the standard year.’’ 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I submit that 
this Amendment is out of order, and, in 
fact, it will increase the amount of the 
grant. The effect of it would be that the 
urban districts converted into rural 
districts would receive grants which 
they would not have otherwise 
ceived, and it would therefore increase 
the amount of the grant. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The effect of this 
clause would be to give a grant to land 
which would not otherwise receive it, 
and therefore cannot be sustained. 


Mr. CLANCY: Upon a point of order, 
I do not think it would increase the grant 


at all. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think it 
might have the effect of increasing the 
erant, and therefore I will take it 
Committee. 


On the return of the SPEAKER, after the 
usual interval, the House resumed the 
consideration of the Bill, as amended, in 
Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 24, line 41, leave out ‘and off any 
other hereditaments.’”—(Mr. Strachey.) 





{COMMONS} 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 


re- | 


| that 
in | 
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Stevenson, Francis S. 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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(Durham) 





TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Mr. :Strachey and = Mr. 
Lambert. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): My 
object in moving the Amendment is 
merely to ask for an explanation as to 
why it was necessary that there should be 

separate valuation. I cannot see the 
necessity, but, if a necessity exists, I 
should like to know why ~~ heredita- 
inents” are included in this clause. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reason for the 
separate valuation is that onlv the agri- 
cultural land gets the grant. In order 
to find out what is the standard rate, you 
must find out how much rates are raised 
out of agricultural land; and how much 
out of hereditaments. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Tf cannot help 
observing that the speech of the learned 
Attorney General is characteristic of most 


| of the speeches we have had from the 


Government benches. I think a tactical 


blunder has 


been made in carrying 
through this Bill. All my honourable 
Friend wanted to know was why 


we should have the grant assessed upon 
“other hereditaments” as well as upon 
agricultural land. I am not aware that 
this is in the English Bill; I rather 
think it is not. In the English Bill, 1 
believe, it was only deemed necessary 
the amount should be taken as 
having been raised off agricultural land 
| That is all that is required, and why it 
| Should be raised “ off any other heredita- 
ments” I cannot understand. I hope 
my honourable Friend will go to a 
Division as a matter of principle. 


Question put. 


| 


} 
The House divided :—Ayes 207 ; Noes 
68.—(Division List No. 209.) 


| 
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Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baird, John George A. 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | 
| Graham, Henry Robert 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 





Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’]) 
Blundell, Colonel Henrv 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Sowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, Wiliam Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish. V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers: 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
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Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. 


Heaton, John Henniker 
H. 


| Hermon-Hodge. Robert T. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm.) 


Hill, Sir FE. Stock (Bristol) 


| Houston, R. P 


Howell, William Tudor 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Johnstone, John H. (Suss +x) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


' Knowles, Lees 


| Lafone, 


Alfred 


| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) | 


| 7 ml 
| Lawrence, W. F. 


| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 

| Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a) | 

| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

| Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'l) | 
| Thorburn, Walter 


| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


| MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qu’s C.) 
| MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 





McCalmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
McCartan, Michael 

McIver, Sir Lewis 

McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 

Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
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Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 
Philpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’!) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen.F.S. (Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
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Shaw, C. E. 
Amendment proposed— 


“To omit sub-section 5, viz., ‘Where by 
virtue of any order respecting the construction 


of an urban district any agricultural land in | 
rural district becomes included within the | 
boundaries of that urban district the sum pay- | 


a 


able out of the agricultural grant in respect 
of union and district charges raised over such 


rural district shall be reduced by a sum pro- | 


portionate to the rateable value in the standard 
financial year of that agricultural land, and the 
amount of such reduction shall be accumulated 


in the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account, and | 


be applied in such manner as Parliament 


directs; but the amount of agricultural grant | 


payable to the council of the county in respect 
of county at large charges shall not 
diminished.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
move the Amendment. 
disposes of the agricultural grant in cases 
of the extension of an urban boundary 
or the constitution of a new urban dis- 
trict. The House has already decided on 
a different method of apportioning the 


I beg to 


agricultural grant in that case, and, if the | 


sub-section is retained, the Bill will be 
inconsistent. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: This is a point 
we contested on the English Bill. I 


object altogether to the payment of | 


money in respect of land in an urban dis- 
trict. It is practically paying for accom- 
modation land. Accommodation land in 
England and Ireland is pretty much the 
same. [ knowasmall town with a popula- 
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be | 


This sub-section | 
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Alfred 


William 


(Durham) n 
Nors— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Strachey 
Lloyd-George. 


tion of 1,500 inhabitants, where land is 
let at £3 or £4 an acre, and I say it is 
monstrous that money which was devoted 
to the relief of distress should be paid 
straight into the pocket of the owner of 
land who is receiving £3 or £4 an 
in respect of it. The landowner benetits 
in two ways. First of all, he benefits by 
the fact that his land is in an urban dis- 
trict ; and, secondly, he benefits because 
he can charge practically any price he 


of 


acre 


| likes for his land; so the capital value 
his land is enormously increased. Sup- 
| posing, under this particular clause, you 
take land in a district where the rent is, 
|say, £5 an acre. Your poor tenement 
holder gets no relief at all, but the holder 
in the district is relieved to the extent 
| of half his rates—he gets his proportion 
| of the extra fivepence. [A laugh.| This 
|may be very amusing to those why 
| receive it, but it is not so amusing to 
| those who pay it. Under these circum- 
| stances I oppose the Amendment. 

| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is out of order to 
i retain the sub-section in the Bill, 
because the new clause, which the right 
| honourable Gentleman previously moved, 
is really in substitution of this sub- 
section. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“To omit sub-section 8, viz.: ‘ Provisional 
certificates may, if it is thought necessary, be 
given for enabling the first payments under 
this Act to and out of the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account to be made before sufficient 
information has been obtained to enable final 
certificates to be given.”"—(Mr. Warner.) 

Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): I 
bee to move the Amendment. I think 
it is an absolutely unnecessary sub- 
section, will tend to complicate matters 
between local bodies, and can serve no 
object, because people will pay money 
which they will never be able to get back 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


honourable Member is wrong. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): I rise to support the Amendment. 
I objected to the principle embodied in 
the clause in the English Bill, and I still 
more strongly object to it in Ireland. 
Under this clause, payments may be 
made under the Act before sufficient 
information has been obtained to enable 
final certificates to be given. I object to 
payments being made out of the British 
Exchequer, upon insufficient information, 
for the purpose of paying landlord rates 
in Ireland. It is a very good thing that 
Enclish Members have begun to take an 
intelligent interest in this Bill, because, if 
they did not, it seems to me that it would 
be in the power of the right honourable 
Gentleman to give what certificate he 
pleased, and to relieve the rates to any 
extent he thought proper. This, I sup- 
pose, may be regarded as the principle of 
“killing Home Rule by kindness,” but it 
is not fair to the British Exchequer, and 
I object in the strongest way, as I 
objected in the case of the English Bill, 
to any payments being made upon certifi- 
cates based upon insufficient information, 
If the information is not sufficient, pay: 
ments should not be made; but if it is 
sufficient, payment should be made. That 
a body should have the power to distri- 
bute the British taxpayers’ money upon 
insufficient information is one of the 
most monstrous proposals that could 
be inserted in an Act of Parliament. 
Now, Sir, my honourable Friend having 
moved to omit this section, I shall most 
certainly support him in the interests of 
my own constituency, and in the interests 
of good government, and I will not be a 
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party to placing under the control of this 
board the distribution of our money. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There is no 
reason at all for this if every local official 
supplies every information that is neces- 
sary. I have no doubt at all that 
one of the first things to be 
done under this Bill will be to 
send out forms to every parish, 
barony, and county in Ireland, and they 
will be filled up by the clerks down there. 
Supposing some of these officials do not 
do their duty, through negligence, I do 
not see why the Exchequer should be 
penalised because of the carelessness of 
these people. The men responsible for 
these officials are those who have ap- 
pointed them, and I do not see why they 
should profit by the inadequacy of their 
own appointments. It is perfectly true 
what was said by the Chief Secretary 
that this happened in the case of the 
English Bill, but it is equally true that 
we opposed it very strenuously. We eb- 
ject to these certificates being made 
without adequate information, and con- 
sequently they must be wrong, and 
involve a great charge upon the Exche- 
quer. There is nothing here that will 
provide for a refunding of any money 
which is paid over to this Department 
over and above that which is prescribed 
for by the official certificate to be due. 
How can they provide for this unless they 
receive proper information from the dis- 
trict. They would have to look up the 
book of the honourable Member for 
Islington or some document of that 
kind. That seems to me to be the only 
authority which the Government have as 
regards finance. Let them look up the 
book of the honourable Member for 
Islington, and they will see that the parish 
of Ballyhooley has given no return at all, 
although it shows that they pay so much 
rates. The result will be that they will 
probably make the rate upon a wrong 
basis. I want to know what protection 
there is in this Bill against this sort of 
thing? How are you going to recover 
from that particular parish the deficiency, 
supposing that parish had paid £1,000, 
and the official certificate discovered that 
it was only £550. Next year you are to 
retain that sum which will be discovered 
officially to be due. Here you have got 
the principle that the Government are to 
proceed upon inadequate information. 
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That is their general policy, but I do not 
see why it should be embodied in an Act 
of Parliament. If tuiey do it in China, I 
do not see why they should do it in Ire- 
land. I object to issuing certificates in- 
volving public money upon inadequate 
information. Now there are only two 
ways in which these certificates can be 
issued. There will either be some defect 
in the information of the local officials 
down there, or some defect in the Local 
Government Board in Ireland. In Eng- 
land we have got a first-rate staff, but I 
do not know what staff we have got in 
Ireland, or whether it is sufficient to cope 
with the circumstances of the case. There 
will be a great deal of extra work thrown 
upon the officials of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland, and let them do 
what the Local Government Board in 
England did—increase their staff, and in- 
crease their hours of labour. There is 
no reason why they should not. There 
is another matter, Mr. Speaker, which 
differentiates this Bill from the English 
Bill, and makes it less necessary than 
ever that you should introduce a thing 
of this kind with regard to the Irish Bill. 
With regard to the English Bill, the term 
commenced on the Ist of March. The 
Bill was discussed only at a late hour of 
the Session, and did not go through until 
a few weeks off the end of the Session, 
and the rules were only passed a few days 
before the prorogation. The Local 
Government Board had to deal with 
licences throughout England and Wales, 
and they had an enormous work thrown 
upon them. There was some reason to 
say, in that case, that a Provisional 
Order ought to suffice, because it might 
be said that the returns would not have 
been dealt with. The Bill commences on 
the Ist of June next year, and it is two 
or three months later. Then, again, in 
Ireland you are dealing with a smaller 
country, with fewer parishes, and fewer 
interests, and you have your country 
already mapped out. The whole thing 
has been parcelled out beforehand, and 
money has been spent upon this before 
the House of Commons has even voted 
it. Here you have the whole thing 
practically fastened down, and if in 
the case of England you have ex- 
ceptionally few Provisional Orders 
where you had more _ parishes to 
deal with, and where you had less time 
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to dispose of all the enormous material 
that had to be impartially administered 
and arranged, why should it not be done 
in the case of Ireland, a country which 
is very much smaller? Now, our past 
experience of Irish finance is that it is 
very dangerous to leave unlimited 
powers in the hands of any Government 
Department to deal with. I do not think 
that in these matters Ireland is as well 
organised as Great Britain is, and if you 
allow them to do matters in a haphazard 
fashion, it means a system of order by 
rule of thumb, of guess work, and of con- 
jecture, because it guesses at the amount 
which is due, and if you are going to start 
that sort of thing in Ireland, it will not 
be £750,000, but it will probably be 
twice that amount which will be asked 
for next year. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I do not know 
whether the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
heard the question raised by my honour- 
able Friend on my left. It was this: 
Can he give the House any guarantee 
that in cases where more than the due 
amount is paid on account of the presen- 
tation of this Department under these 
 go-as-you-please” sort ‘of orders for 
taxation will he give a guarantee that in 
cases where overpayment is made, he 
will endeavour to return it to the British 
taxpayers, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Of course, 
that will bedone. But there is no chance 
of such a thing happening, for the Local 
Government Board will see to that. 


Mr. BROADHURST: But we are not 
quite so sure about that. The character 
of the Local Government Board in Ire- 
land stands none too high in the opinion 
of English Members of Parliament, and 
we have the gravest suspicions on this 
question. Now, the Chief Secretary tells 
us that he will endeavour to obtain back 
from the landlords any over-payment that 
has been made. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is bad 
enough to have these matters discussed 
at such length, but the honourable 
Member really knows nothing whatever 
about the subject. He is absolutely 
ignorant of the meaning of this proposal, 
and no money payment whatever is made 
under the Bill to the landlords. 
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Mr. BROADHURST: I have sat in 
this House longer than the Chief Secre- 
tary, and this is the first time I ever 
heard a Minister of the Crown get up 
and insult a Member of this House. 


AN HONOURABLE Memper: It is the 
champagne speech over again. 


Mr. BROADHURST: It is perfectly 
true that an honourable Gentleman the 
other week said that no one had rights 
except ex-Cabinet Ministers. Well, we 
think we have rights, and I do not think 
I am so ignorant of the Bill as the 
honourable Gentleman would wish the 
House to believe. It is because we have 
been discussing the Bill and examining 
the Bill that the right honourable 
Gentleman has lost his temper; he loses 
his temper, and brings discredit upon the 
Administration by his want of civility 
and courtesy in this matter. What we 
are asking, and what I am asking for, is 
this: Is the right honourable Gentleman 
in a position to give the House a guaran- 


{13 Juny 1898} 


(Treland) Bill. 850 


tee that the money paid above and be- 
yond what is due shall be returned to the 
British taxpayer? What ignorance is 
there in asking that? Will the right 
honourable Gentleman’ explain what 
ignorance there is in that? The right 
honourable Gentleman knows that once 
this money has left our pockets there is 
no return for it. Did the right honour- 
able Gentleman ever try to get butter 
out of a dog’s mouth? One thing would 
be as easy as the other. I am bound to 
say that I shall vote for the exclusion of 
this sub-section of the Bill, and I shall do 
so with all the more determination in 
consequence of the constant insults to 
which honourable Members of this House 
have been subjected at the hands of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


Question put— 


“That sub-section 8 stand part of the 
clause.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 238; Noes 
70.— Division List No. 210.) 
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Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wayman, Thomas 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NcEs— 
Mr. Courtney Warner and 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 26, line 39, leave out ‘from value’ | 


to ‘shall’ and insert ‘and shall also apportion, | 
: 4 } 
in proportion to rateable value, every amount | 
to be raised partly off any urban and partly off | 
any rural district in the county, and any 
amount apportioned as aforesaid to an urban 
district, and also any urban charge leviable off 


an urban district.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. BROADHURST: I wish to move 
to omit the whole of this clause. It is 
very involved in its drafting, and I admit 
on this occasion the ignorance which the 
Chief Secretary accused me of. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not in order in 
moving that. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): If 
the right honourable Gentleman will allow 
me to say so, to my mind the drafting of 
this Amendment is not in the least necey- 
sary, andheis simply adding three lines 
of unnecessary verbiage to an exceedingly 
complicated sub-section. The sub-section 
proposes— 


“The county council shall apportion every 
amount to be raised for county at large 
charges, and every amount to be raised for 
union charges between any urban district 
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situate in the county or union and the res 
of the county or union in proportion to the 
rateable value.” 


There is no necessity to repeat, as he 
proposes in his Amendment, a long pro- 


vision providing for the special case in 
/which a particular amount is leviable 


partly off the urban and partly off the 
rural district: The word “amount” 
does not show any necessary amount, and 
it must mean the amount partly leviable 
off urban and rural districts. In that 
case the words which the right honour- 
able Gentleman proposes to insert are 


| quite unnecessary. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is necessary to 
ascertain how much is to be borne by 
each portion of each urban district and 
also by each rural district. The reason 
of it is this. The urban district raises 
its own taxes, whilst in the rural district 
the taxes are raised by the county council, 
and therefore it is absolutely necessary 
that we should ascertain what particular 
part of the rate is borne by each urban 
district, and what is to be borne by each 
rural district. 


The House divided :—Ayes 239 ; Noes 
69.—(Division List No. 211.) 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George A. 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Carew, James Laurence 


Carlile, William Walter 





Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. 8. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Daly, James 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, General Sir J. B. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G'rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson,Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 


‘Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John T. 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Dunn, Sir William 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MacDonald, Dr.M.A.(Qu’nsC.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 
McCartan, Michael 
McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett, C. J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan,Hon.F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 





| 


Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Uharles 


Richardson, Sir T. ~ | 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Holburn, J. G. 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


| 
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Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’n 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richar® 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T, 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strang 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M'L. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, W.. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, R. (Edinburgh) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W:y 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Williams, J. Powel} (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore’sh., N.} 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Vylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. EL 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, Ey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir ‘William Walrend and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Logan, John William 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
McEwan, William 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechape} 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Schwann, Charles E. 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Strachey, Edward 

Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) | Wilson, 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) | Wilson, 
Ure, Alexander Wilson, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) Wilson, 


*Mr. SPEAKER called upon Mr. 
GeRALD Batrovr to propose the next 
Amendment. 

Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 26, leave out from beginning 
to clause 28."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. LAMBERT asked if he would be 
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Wayman, Thomas 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Charles H. (Hull) 

F. W. (Norfolk) 
John (Durham, Mid) 
John (Govan) 





iz order in moving the Amendment stand- | 


ing in the name of Mr. Plunkett, which 
stood on the Paper before that of the 
Chief Secretary, but which the right 
honourable Member for Dublin had not 
moved. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The 
Member would not be in order. 


honourable 
The 


House, and the honourable 
cannot interpose another Amendmeat 
unless the right honourable Gentleman 
gives way to him. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: I beg to 
move the Amendment standing in my 
name, 

Question put— 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Noes have it. 


Amendment to without a 


Division, 


agreed 


Member | 
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Woodall, William 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. McKenna and Mr. 
Courtenay Warner. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 27, line 34, leave out from beginning 
of line to end of line 5 in page 28, and insert— 


“Every debt, claim, or demand which is 
directly or indirectly payable out of the poor 
rate, and which becomes due after the passing 
of this Act, shall be paid within the half-year 
(whether the first or the second six months of 
the local financial year) in which the same was 
incurred or became due, or within three months 
after the expiration of such half-year, and not 


afterwards: provided that the Local Govern- 


ment Board may, if they think fit, extend the 
time within which such payment may be made 


| to a time not exceeding twelve months from the 


date at which the same was incurred or became 
due. 

“If any person claiming any such debt, 
claim, or demand commences any legal pro- 


| ceedings within the time hereinbefore limited, 
Chief Secretary is in possession of the | 


or the time to which the Local Government 
Board may grant extension, and with due dili- 


| gence prosecutes such proceedings to judgment 


or other final settlement of the question, such 


| judgment shall be satisfied, notwithstanding 
| that the judgment is recovered or the final 
| settlement arrived at after the expiration of 
| the said time, and all proceedings taken b 
| mandamus or otherwise for enforcing suc 


judgment without delay shall be deemed to ba 
within the operation of this enactment.”—( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I move this 


Amendment in lieu of those following 


| 
| 


sub-section 6 in the Bill. 
Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes 70; Noes 
254.—(Division List No. 212.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Gold, Charles 
Griffith, ‘Ellis J. 


Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 





Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John T. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Dunn, Sir William 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 





Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leese, Sir J. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 








Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel oe 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Strachey, Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
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Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C 
Wayman, T. 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George A. 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, ag (Hertford, < 
Chaloner, C Japtain R. G. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. Birm ) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, T, B. (Donegal) 
Curran, T. (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Sa H. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Daly, James 
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Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 


NOES. 


Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, General Sir J. B. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Hestbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHn G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holburn, J. G. 

Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
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Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Broadhurst and Mr 
Lambert. 


Hutchinson, Capt.G.W.Grice- 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(C>rn.} 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. oan 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. 
Legh, Hon. T. W. Fates 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn- (Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt. -Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’}) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qu’s C.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, Mj.-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McCartan, Michael 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

Maden, John Henry 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. EK 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’ thsh} 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parnell, John Howard 
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Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pinkerton, John 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
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On the question that the sub-sections | the House which cannot be commented 


moved by the Chief Secretary be added | 


to the Bill, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I observe that 
there is upon the Order Paper a Bill 
called the Nonconformist Marriages 
(Attendance of Registrars) Bill. A con- 


necessary upon that Measure if it is 
proceeded with, and I would ask the 
Government to devote to the purposes of 
the Local Government Bill the time that 
a discussion of the Nonconformist Mar- 
riages Bill would occupy. If that is done 
there may be a possibility of having 
some intelligent discussion of the Mea- 
sure before the House. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I trust that 
no observations of the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth will 
induce the Government to abandon the 
Nonconformist Marriages Bill, in which 
the Catholic clergy of this country teke 
as much interest as the Nonconformists 


| point out very shortly that what 
siderable amount of discussion will be 





do. As this question has been raised, I | 


desire to say, speaking as an Irish Mem- 


ber, that I regret deeply the course | 


which some 


members of the Radic:|! | 


Party have thought fit to take this after- | ‘ 
| afternoon, that the House cannot fulfil any 


noon, but I feel that the blame for what 
has occurred must rest largely upon 
those who have denied Radical Members 


a fair opportunity of expressing their | 


views. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
application of the closure is a decision of 





upon. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): I do 
not know whether the House quite 
realises the full effect of what has been 
going on all this afternoon. I desire to 
has 
occurred has really prevented an intelli- 
gent discussion of a number of questions 
in which we are interested. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
only question before the House is 
whether these sub-sections should be 


added to the Bill. Upon the Amendment 
before the House he cannot comment 
upon the nature of the proceedings this 
afternoon, 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Would my obser- 
vations be in order if I conclude by 
moving that the House do now adjourn? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept a 
Motion that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Well, in that 
case I will move the adjournment of the 
Debate. It is perfectly obvious, judging 
from what has been going on all this 


useful purpose in continuing the Debate 
to-day. There has been an exhibition of 
petulance on the part of certain Mem- 
bers of the House which has led to the 
stoppage altogether of intelligent dis- 


cussion on the provisions of the Local 
Government Bill. 


There are three or 
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four questions of very great importance 
to Ireland still remaining to be discussed, 
but the time that might have been de 
voted to them has been wasted in dis- 
cussing merely technical points, and 
drafting Amendments, and upon taking 
a number of Divisions, the object of 
honourable Members being, apparently, 
to increase their score in the Division 
Lobbies. For my part I could never 
understand the value which, in this 
country, is set upon the number of times 
a man walks through the Division Lob- 
bies. I presume that that, at any rate, is 
one of the objects which honourable 
Members have had in thus endeavouring 
to prevent a serious discussion of the Bill 
during the few hours that remain 
at our disposal. Sir, on behalf of those 
whom I represent in this House, I pro- 
test against this course, as wasting the 
valuable time that still remains for Irish 
Members to discuss questions of impor- 
tance, and I sincerely hope that the 
Irish people will take note of the action 
of their friends and allies. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I wish to support the Motion that the 
House do now adjourn, for the simple 
reason that I have rarely seen a Govern- 
ment take the course which Ministers 
have taken to-day. The House is per- 
fectly well aware that the representatives 
of English, Scotch, and Welsh  consti- 
tuencies are deeply interested in these 
clauses. We have been denied a fair 
hearing, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I must 
remind the honourable Member that he 
must not reflect upon the application of 
the closure. 


Mr. CHANNING: When I made the 
observation I had in view the action of 
the Government in attempting to shorten 
the Debate, and not the decisions of the 
House with respect to the closure. The 
temper in which the Government have 
approached this question has been shown 
by the Divisions which have occurred, I 
venture to say that we are entitled to 
claim that the Debate should be ad- 
journed, because the Government has 
shown, by its action in refusing to allow 
these Amendments to be discussed— 
Amendments involving questions of deep 


Mr. J. Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Biull. 864 


interest to English, Welsh, and Scotch 
constituencies—a spirit which merits re. 
sentment from honourable Members on 
this side of the House. We are treated 
as if we represented nobody. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member must confine his re. 
marks to the question of the adjourn- 
ment. 


Mr. CHANNING: I think the Motion 
for the adjournment is sufficiently justi- 
fied by the interruptions to which my 
speech has been subjected. On behalf of 
my constituents I claim the right to be 
heard. The attitude of the Chief Secre 


tary this afternoon shows that the 
Government are not disposed to 
allow honourable Members to discuss 


fully this group of important clauses, 
but my honourable Friends claim the 
right to discuss them, in the name of 
their constituents. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I rise to sup- 
port the Motion of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Waterford in favour of the ad- 
journment of the Debate. I quite agree 
with him that there is nothing much to 
be gained by continuing the discussion 
of the Bill this evening. The honourable 
Member rather complained that we have 
confined our observations to technical 
Amendments, That is no fault of ours. 
But when we come to clause 45 we shall 
be able to discuss matters of substance. 
The honourable Member for North Louth 
has referred to the Nonconformist Mar- 
riages Bill 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
has nothing to do with the question of 
adjournment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What I desire 
to point out to the House is that there 
is really no foundation for the complaint 
of the honourable Member for Water- 
ford. We have only been discussing the 
Bill for three or four hours; it is a 
matter of immense importance, involving 
an expenditure of £750,000, and surely 
we are entitled to discuss it, and to dis- 
cuss it very fully. 

Mr. J. REDMOND: You discussed 
these proposals at the stages of the First 
Reading, Second Reading, and in Com- 
mittee. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg the 
honourable Memper’s pardon. It was 
discussed in a very short time. When 
we had a similar Bill under consideration 


for England the discussion occupied 
weeks and weeks. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 1 


would point out to the honourable Mem- 
ber that on the Motion before the House 
he cannot discuss the general subject of 
the progress of the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: But a com- 
plaint has been made against us that 
we are discussing these clauses at undue 
length. That, at any rate, is the sugges- 
tion; but I respectfully submit that we 
have done nothing of the kind. Those 
questions were not thrashed out at any 
great length in Committee owing to cir- 
cumstances connected with the death of 
Mr. Gladstone. The whole of the clause 
which we have now reached was allowed 
to pass in the course of a night or two, 
purely and simply because honourable 
Members did not care to engage in con- 
troversy in the circumstances to which I 
have referred. | We postponed matters 
which we were very anxious to raise, and 
which our constituents were much in- 
terested in—matters of great interest to 
the country—simply and solely because 
we were not disposed to go into contro- 
versial matters at that moment. 


*Tuze CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): I confess I do not see precisely on 
what grounds the honourable Member for 
Northamptonshire and the honourable 
Member who has just sat down have sup- 
ported the Motion for the adjournment 
ef the Debate. I understand that they 
wish to discuss the Bill in what they 
eonsider an intelligent fashion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Certainly, if 


you will allow us. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER: Opinions may differ as to 
the manner in which the discussion on 
this Bill has been carried on. Everyone 
on this side of the House—I will not say 
anything about the other side—has a 
very strong opinion on the subject. But 
if honourable Members wish to discuss 
the Bill why should they support a 
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Motion for the adjournment of the De- 
bate? Why should they not allow us to 
go on with the Debate, and, if they have 
any arguments to raise worthy of being 
raised in the House—about which I cons 
fess I am somewhat in doubt—let them 
bring forward these arguments in due 
course. At present there is nothing but 
a waste of the time of the House. 


Mr. DILLON: I rise for the purpose 
of opposing the Motion for the adjourn- 
ment of the House. I regret exceedingly 
that the Radical Party have felt bound 
to discuss these small Amendments in 
the manner they have adopted during 
the last hour. But, Sir, I hold a totally 
different view from that expressed by the 
Chief Secretary and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to the true cause of the 
present trouble in which we find our- 
selves. I have no desire, Sir, to comment 
on, or criticise, the application of the 
closure on your authority—that would 
be out of order—but I do say that 
honourable Members who, differing from 
myself, of the Irish party, sought to place 
their views before the House both last 
night and at the beginning of the sitting 
to-day, met with a reception which no 
Member of this House ought to meet 
with. I listened to them at the time—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not now speaking 
to the Motion for the adjournment of 
the Debate. He is speaking about what 
occurred yesterday and the early part 
of to-day, and is saying nothing about 
the present condition of the House. 


Mr. DILLON: I thought I was fol- 
lowing the observations of the honour- 
able Member for Waterford, who based 
his Motion for the adjournment on what 
had been going on in the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am quite aware 
that observations have been made on 
both sides which were somewhat irre 
levant. I have endeavoured tc _ stop 
them, but have not been wholly  suc- 
cessful. 


Mr. DILLON: In deference to your 
ruling, Sir, I shall not pursue that line, 
or elaborate the argument I was about 
to make. I will come to the point of 
the present position of the House. 
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Everybody will agree that little advan- 
tage has been derived, so far as the pro- 
gress of the Bill is concerned, during the 
last few hours. Opinion differs as to 
the cause of that condition of things, and 
I venture to say that, in my opinion, the 
proper way out of the present impasse 
—I am not at liberty to pursue fur- 
ther who is to blame—is not by ad- 
journing the Devate, but by resuming the 
discussion in a different temper, that 
there should be a little give and take, 
and that Members who desired, ration- 
ally and fairly, to place their views 
before the House, even though differing 
strongly from us and from honourable 
Members opposite, should get a civil and 
decent hearing, and should be allowed a 
reasonable time to discuss their views, 
even though they are a minority—a sub- 
stantial minority, as the Division has 
just proved. If the Motion for the ad- 
journment were withdrawn, and the dis- 
cussion carried on in that spirit by the 
leaders of the House and by the Irish 
Members, I believe it would be a much 
more practical way of getting out of the 
present impasse, and resuming reason- 
ably the discussion of the Bill, than by 
adjourning the Debate. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I should like to 
point out that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has not been present during the 
sitting. He has only come in to this De 
bate, in answer to messengers, I pre 
sume, sent to seek some superior Mem- 
ber of the Government to come and take 
charge of events in the House. I have 
known the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to have intervened many times with 
great success and great advantage to this 
House. Once or twice this Session he 
has done so with marked credit and great 
success. Now if the Chancellor ‘of the 
Exchequer had been present, he would 
have seen that it was only through the 
conduct of an inexperienced Member of 
this House being left in charge of the 
leading and important Measure of the 
Session that the difficulty arose. If the 
Government elect to leave the leading 
Bill of this Session in the hands of an 
honourable: Member intellectually capable 
—he may be—but constitutionally en- 
tirely unfitted 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must eall the 
honourable Member to order. He is not 
Mr. Dillon. 


Local Government 
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now speaking to the Motion for the ad- 
journment of the Debate. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I was going to 
say that in my opinion it would be a 
great advantage to adjouim the Debate 
at this iime, in order that those in charge 
of the Biil may receive some instruction 
between now and the resumption of the 
Report stage as to the general conduct 
of business in this House and as to the 
proper treatment of honourable Mem- 
bers by high Government officials. If 
that were done, then, I think, progress 
might be made with the Bill, but until 
it is done little progress will be made. 


Mr. COURTENAY (Cornwall, Bod 
min): I would appeal to the House 
whether we had not better drop the pre 
sent dispute and resume the discussion 
of the Bill. We certainly will not facili- 
tate the proceedings by discussing, or 
attempting to discuss, under difficult 
rules, the way business has been con- 
ducted up to this moment. But, if we 
act in the spirit suggested by the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo, in a speech 
which does him great credit, and if the 
honourable Member for Waterford would 
be good enough to withdraw his Motion 
—if the House will allow it to be with- 
drawn—we might resume the discussion 
of the Bill, and occupy what is left of the 
sitting to some practical purpose. If we 
continue to bandy charges, and make 
suggestions of unparliamentary conduct 
on one side or the other, it will be im- 
possible, during the rest of the sitting, 
to make any progress. I would appeal to 
the honourable Member for Waterford to 
withdraw his Motion. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: My object in 
making the Motion was to put myself 
in order for making a protest against 
what was going on during the afternoon. 
Having done that, I will be very glad to 
withdraw the Motion. [“ Hear, hear,” 
and “No, no!”] Very well, then I will 
vote against it. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I repudiate entirely 
the charge levelled against us—that we 
have discussed this Measure in a spirit 
of pettiness. I am very sorry to disagree 
with the honourable Member for East 
Mayo, but I shall support the Motion of 
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the honourable Member for Waterford, in | cuss this Bill with freedom, but he should 
order that the House may adjourn, and | appeal to honourable Members on his 
that the members of the Government | own side rather than to honourable 
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conducting this Bill through the House | 
should come to a better frame of mind, | 


Members on this side, because it is en- 
tirely due to the Members of the Govern- 


and not taunt honourable Members on | ment themselves if we have taken more 
this side of the House with ignorance. | than ordinary interest in this Bill, and 


It is because I do not think that the | 
Government have conducted this Bill | 
fairly this afternoon that I support this | 
Motion for the adjournment, in order 
that they may come down to-morrow in 
a frame of mind which will allow freer 


discussion in the House. 


with the Chancellor of the Exchequer—I 


only wish he were here before—that we 
should get into a frame of mind to dis- 
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| TELLERS 





it is because they will come down to- 
| morrow in a better frame of mind that 
I shall support this Motion. 





“ That the Debate be now adjourned.” 


The House divided:—Ayes 80; Noes 
275.{Division List No. 213.) 
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Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 
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O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pinkerton, John 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry: Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen.F.S. (Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M'‘T. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, G. (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton under-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’sh., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 


Local Government 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that 
these words be there inserted. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Mr. Speaker, 
on the question that those words be 
there inserted I fully recognise that 
words something to this effect must be 
inserted here after the elimination of 
the words already agreed to. I propose, 
rather than divide against the whole, to 
divide against the words “twelve 
months,” in order to insert “two years.” 
It is all very well for the Chief Secretary 
to say that he has introduced this from 
the English Act. I do not think the 
Chief Secretary is very cognisant of the 
way this thing is worked. I think it 
has worked rather badly, and if it had 
not been for the way the Local Govern- 
ment Board has taken the thing in their 
own hands—if this thing were very 
stringently carried out—it would practi- 
cally have been impossible for the local 
authorities to carry on their business. 
Let the Chief Secretary imagine for a 
moment what this amounts to, if a debt 
or a bill is to be paid within six months 
of its being incurred. Take a solicitor’s 
bill in an ordinary action. The action 
may take a year or two, and the appeal 
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Yoxall, James Henry 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


may take two years. Is the bill to be 
sent in each half-year as it proceeds? If 
you construe this section very technically 
the solicitor would be done out of his: 
bill altogether; and there has been @ 
difficulty, especially with regard to district 
boards. I think you ought to extend the 
powers of the Local Government Board 
to something beyond 12 months, and I 
move, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the 
words “twelve months” be omitted, in 
order to insert “two years.” Of course, 
I agree that these debts must not go om 
indefinitely, otherwise local author:ties: 
would never know what their liabilitics. 
are. I move the omission of the words 
“twelve months” in line 8, in order to. 
insert “two years.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that 
“twelve months” stand part of the 
Amendment. 


Division claimed. 
Question put— 


“ That ‘twelve months’ stand part of the 
Amendment.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 271; Noes. 
83.—(Division List No. 214.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George A. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,RtHnAHSmith-(Hun‘s) 
Bartley, George C. T. 





| Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. { 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick G. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain k, G. W- 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
se Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, F. L. (Lambeth) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D- 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 

| Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 
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Denny, Colonel 
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Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 

* Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,RtHn G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Fraham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter. Colonel 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James H. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrord and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John T. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 
Cozens-Hardy, Herb rt H. 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. T. 


Holburn, J. G. 


—_—_——__.——_ 


Langley, 


McLaren, 


Montagu, ‘Sir S. 


Paulton, 
Perks, Robert 
Philipps, 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 28, line 12, at end, add— 


“ Provided that in a county borough the 
council may, if they think fit, 
ately prior to or at the beginning of each local 
financial year, make one poor rate for the whole 
financial year, and collect the same in equal 
moieties, one moiety for each half-year,”—/ Mr. 
(rerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


move the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had some 
hope that the Radical party would oppose 
this Amendment. 
bad Amendment. 


I beg to 


Debate adjourned at 
o'clock. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I move that the House be 


half-past Five 


adjourned, and I beg to give notice that | 
to-morrow I will move the suspension of 
the Twelve o’clock rule. 





Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
— W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shutleworth, RtHn.SirU. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Batty 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Logan, John William 
Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 


Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 

James Mellor: 

John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin’ 

Pirie, Duncan V. | 
Price, Robert John | 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | 


either immedi- | 


ito conclude the 


It was an exceedingly | 


Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

| ome Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wayman, Thomas 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 

Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


(Morley) 


(Cumb’land) 


(Whitechapel) | 


William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman tell us whether it 
is his intention to finish the Bill at all 
hazards to-morrow! I understand that 
the Irish Party are under an engage 
ment to give the Government six sittings 
Report stage. That 
period, of course, ends to-morrow. Does 
the Government contemplate an all-night 
Sitting, or continuing the Debate on 
Friday? Has he anything in his mind? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
| SURY: I hope we may be able, without 
| putting an undue strain upon Members 
| of the House, to carry out the arrange- 
/ment entered into by general assent that 
the Bill should be finished to-morrow. 
If, unfortunately, the programme can- 
not be carried out, I will have to con- 
sider how Friday and Saturday should be 
so employed as to deal with the new 
situation thus created. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
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Mr. CHANNING: I would like to 
point out that when this arrangement 
was entered into with the Irish Members 
I expressly pointed out that there were 
other Members who had a right to be 
considered on the question, and those 
Members must reserve their right to dis- 
cuss the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I desire to say 
that I was no party to that agreement. 
It was made by the honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for East Mayo. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Reg’s) : 
With reference to the dragging state of 
public business I would respectfully 
suggest to the right honourable Gentle 
man as to whether he will not reconsider 
the very extensive programme of 27 Bills 
to be passed in 12 days, and whether, 
under these circumstances, he will not 
reconsider the situation with a view t» 
abandoning some of these Bills, especially 
the Criminal Evidence Bill. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The honourable Member has 
mentioned 27 Bills in 12 days. That 
sounds a big programme. But I would 
remind my honourable Friend that we 
have passed three Bills since half-past 
five this afternoon. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 


__— 


COMPANIES ACT (1867) AMENUMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION 


(BORDER COUNTY COUNCILS) (No. 2) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and re- 


ported, without Amendment; Read the 
third time, and passed. 
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MUSSEL FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


Miscellaneous. 


(In the Committee.) 


CuavsE 1. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 298.] 

Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 298.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow. 


BILL WITHDRAWN. 


———- 


SUPERANNUATION 

BILL. 

Order for second reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


(METROPOLIS) 





MISCELLANEOUS. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Eighth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETROLEUM. 


Report from the Select Committee with 
Minutes of Evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 299.] 


House adjourned at 5.40. 











0. 











881 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 14th July 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter-past 
Four of the clock, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
tificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
with— 


RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in the case of 
the 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE- RAIUL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL 
ought to be dispensed with and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that clauses 
87 to 92 be struck out of the Bill, unless 
the approval of the Bill by the share- 
holders of the Great Western and of the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
Companies be proved before the Select 
Committee to whom the Bill is referred, 
and that clauses 44 to 56 be struck out 
of the Bill, unless the approval of the 
shareholders of the Waterford, Dun- 
garvan and Lismore and of the Fermoy 
and Lismore Railway Companies be 
proved before the said Committee, and 
that proof be given before the said Com- 
mittee that the Bill has been approved 
of by the shareholders of the Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 

Company. 
Read and agreed to. 
VOL. LXI. [FovrtH Serizs. | 
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BOLTON, TURTON AND WEST- 
HOUGHTON EXTENSION BILL. 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


LISKEARD CORPORATION 


BILL. [H.L.] 
Commons’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


(WATER) 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


House to be in Committee To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


House to be in Committee To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


House to be in Committee To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Report of Amendments to be received 
To-morrow. 


LEYTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Reported without Amendment. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
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SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn; Read, and ordered to lie on the 
“Tablé; the orders made on the 5th of 
July and Friday last discharged, and Bill 
<ommitted. 


“LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 

Moved, That the order made on the 
Sth day of March last, “That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 28th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be read 
the second time; Agreed to; Bill read 
the second time accordingly. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 

Moved, That the order made on the 
8th day of March last, “That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shail be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 2&th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be read 
the second time; Agreed to; Bill read 
the second time accordingly. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 

BILL. 


A ommitted. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 


‘Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 

Read the third time, with the Amend- 

ments, and passed, and returned to the 

«Commons. 


SIUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made; 
‘Bill passed, and returned to the 
«Commons. 





BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
without Amendment, and committed to 
a Committee of the whole House To- 
morrow. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Five Lords appointed a 
Select Committee on the Windsor Dock, 
Cardiff, Bill, do form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the Cardiff 
Railway Bill; Read, and agreed to; all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill to be 


heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bill. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified, and the 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


MALDON WATER BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


~—_—_— 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (WESTERN 
DIVISION). 
General Report for the year 1897, by 
T. A. Stewart, Esq., M.A., LL.D., one of 
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspectors. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 


Annual Report of the Inspectors of 
Irish Fisheries for the year 1897. 


WAR OFFICE. 

Report of a Committee appointed by 
the Secretary of State for War to con- 
sider the Decentralisation of War Office 
business ; with Minutes of Evidence. 


{14 Jury 1898} 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896, LAUDER 
LIGHT RAILWAY ORDER (1898). 


Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 
ing the construction of a light railway 
between Fountainhall Railway Station 
and Lauder, in the counties of Midlothian 
and Berwick. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow. 


PUBLIC BILL BUSINESS. 


_ 


BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. [H.L.] 
House in Committee as ordered. 
Cuavse 1. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 1, line 5, leave out ‘1897’ and insert 


‘1898.""—(Lord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: This Amendment, my 
Lords, merely corrects an error. 


Eart BEAUCHAMP: Perhaps it would 


be convenient, my Lords, if I say atonce . 


that I have no objection to any of the 
Amendments which have been put down 
by the noble Lord (Lord Harris). 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“ That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Question put— 
“ That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
2K 2 
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Amendment proposed— 


Borough 


“ After clause 2, insert as a new clause— 


“ (1) No expense in relation to the promo- 
tion of a Bill in Parliament shall be charged 
under the Borough Funds Act, 1872, unless 
the requirements of this section have been 
complied with. 


“ (2) Where the council of a borough or 
urban district have resolved to promote a Bill 
in Parliament and the Bill has been deposited, 
notice shall be advertised in some local news- 
paper circulating in the borough or district on 
one day in two successive weeks stating—(a) 
the title of the Bill; and (b) that the Bill has 
been deposited, and the date on which it was 
deposited ; and (c) that copies of the Bill may 
be inspected at a place within the borough 
or district specified in the notice between the 
hours of ten in the forenoon and five in the 
afternoon on every week day for twenty-one 
days after the date of the first advertisement, 
and that extracts may be taken free of charge ; 
and (d) that the mayor or chairman may at any 
time within twenty-one days after the first 
advertisement of the notice be required by 
such number of the electors as is in this Act 
mentioned to take the opinion of the electors 
by poll as to the expediency of proceeding with 
the Bill or any part thereof. 

“ (3) The first advertisement must be made 
within seven days from the deposit of the 
Bill.”—(Lord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: The object of this 
clause is obvious—namely, to secure pub- 
licity of the intention of promoting a 
Bill in Parliament in a way that will 
make it certain that the persons in- 
terested will get notice that the Bill is 
being promoted. 


Question put. 
New clause agreed to. 
Cuavse 3. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 1, leave out from ‘the’ in line 14 to 
*not’ in line 15, and insert‘ first advertisement 
of the notice required by this Act.’”—(Lord 
Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS : My Lords, this Amend- 
ment is consequential on your Lordships 
having accepted the new clause. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Line 16, after ‘than’ insert ‘one hundred 
electors or,’ and after ‘electors’ insert * which- 


ever may be the less.’”—(Lord Harris.) 
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Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, under the: 
Bill as it stood it provided that not legs 
than one-twentieth in number of the 
electors would have to sign a request for 
apoll, It is obvious that in some of our 
largest boroughs the number covered by 
one-twentieth would be very large in- 
deed, and the object of this Amendment 
is to define some reasonable number 
which would justify a poll. The Local 
Government Board have thought that 100: 
was about a fair average, taking all 
boroughs, but in order that small 
boroughs might not be put to serious 
inconvenience, the Amendment provides 
that in the smaller boroughs the number 
shall be one-twentieth—that is to say, in 
a borough of 2,000 it would be one 
twentieth—and in a borough above that 
number, 100. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“ That clause 3, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
CiavsE 4. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 2, line 20, leave out ‘adequate’ and 
insert ‘not less than seven days.’”—(Lord 
Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, the Bill, as 
it was introduced, provided that the offi- 
cial who summoned the electors to a 
poll should give adequate notice. “ Ade 
quate” is not defined, and I propose to 
substitute “not less than seven days.” 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Line 23, after ‘ effect’ insert ‘and shall be 
published by affixing it on or near the prin- 
cipal door of each church or chapel in the 
borough or district, and at the place where 
notices relating to the council are usually 
exhibited.’”—(Lord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: This Amendment has 
been amended again since the noble Earl 
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saw it, and now reads as above. The 
object is to give as much publicity as 
possible as to the time, place, and mode 
of voting. 


Earn BEAUCHAMP: I have no ob- 


jection whatever to the Amendment. 


Borough 


‘Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clause 4, as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
“ That clause 5 stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
“That clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
New clause proposed— 


“ Insert as a new clause after clause 6— 


“Where the mayor or chairman of the coun- 
cil is unable or unwilling to perform any duty 
under this Act the council shall appoint some 
ther person to perform the duties for him.”— 
(Lord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: The Bill did not make 
any provision in the event of the mayor 
or the chairman of the council being 
unable or unwilling to act. This Amend- 
ment makes that provision. 


Question put— 
“That this clause be here inserted.” 
Motion agreed to. 

CuausE 7. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Line 9, after ‘shall’ insert ‘when taxed 
by a taxing officer of one of the Houses of 
Parliament or allowed under the Borough 
Funds Act, 1872.’”"—(Lord Harris.) 


Lorpv HARRIS: These words are 
always inserted in Bills of this character. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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“ That clause 7, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
“ That clause 8 stand part of the Bill.” 
Motion agreed to. 

CuavsE 9. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Leave out clause 9."—(Zord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I heg to 
move that this clause be omitted. It 
provides that— 


“ Where in any local Act any restrictions 
are imposed in regard to the promotion of a 
Bill in Parliament by a council, or any special 
provision is made for the payment of the costs, 
charges, and expenses intended to be provided 
for by the Borough Funds Act, 1872, or this 
Act, the council may, at their option, either 
proceed under the provisions of their local Act 
or under the provisions of the said Act and 
this Act, and nothing in this Act shall be con- 
strued to take away or diminish any rights or 
powers now possessed or enjoyed by any 
council under any local or general Act.” 


This clause gives the option of proceeding 
under any Act of a local character, and 
there are so many of these that the 
Local Government Board feel that it 
would be wise at present to leave the 
clause out altogether. 


Earn BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, this 
is the only Amendment to which I have 
any objection. Take the case of Bir- 
mingham. Birmingham has - special 
privileges, under the Tocal Act, of taking 
the opinion of the inhabitants in a simple 
way in the town hall by ballot. If*this 
clause is omitted that will be doue away 
with. 


Lorp HARRIS: I have an alternative 
to propose, and, that is that this Act 
might be read as one with the Act of 
1872, which contains the provision that— 


“ Nothing in this Act shall alter or affect 
any provisions contained in any other Act,” 


and so on. 


Earn BEAUCHAMP: I would prefer 
the alternative. 








891 Colonial Marriages 


Lorp HARRIS: I will not press my 
Amendment. 


Question put— 
“That clause 9 stand part of the Bill.” 
Motion agreed to. 
Question put— 
“That clause 10 stand part of the Bill.” 
Motion agreed to. 

Ciavse 11. 
Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 5, leave out lines 1 and 2 and insert 
‘references.’ ” 

“Line 4, leave out ‘reference’ and insert 
‘references.’ ”—(Lord Harris.) 


Question put. 
Amendments agreed to. 
Question put— 


“ That clause 11, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to, and Bill re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER) BILL. 


House in Committee as ordered. 
CuavuseE 1. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Line 7, after ‘marriage’ leave out 
‘between a man and his deceased wife’s 
sister.’ ”—(Lord Strathcona and Mount 
Royal.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 


“ Line 9, after ‘ provision’ insert ‘ between a 
man and his deceased wife's sister, both being 
domiciled therein.””"—(Lord Strathcona and 
Mount Royal.) 





Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Harssury): My Lords, Iam not going 
to put the House to the trouble of divid- 
ing on this question. 


I only say, by way 
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of protest, that I do not think the pro- 
vision here is adequate for the purpose 
for which it is designed. In the first 
place, I am not prepared to say that the 
law of “domicile” is the same in alk 
the Colonies, or in all parts of Canada, 
as is recognised in England. I think 
there ought to be some definition of 
“domicile.” Iam particularly interested 
in this question because I see my noble 
and learned Friend the Chancellor of the 
Duchy here. The other night, as your 
Lordships will remember, nothing was 
more touching in my noble Friend’s 
speech than the very interesting de- 
scription of a gentleman coming home to 
this country and finding that he could 
not inherit land here. The phrase 
“coming home,” which occurred fre- 
quently in my noble Friend’s speech, 
rather suggested that domicile is 4 
thing that can be changed, but, as your 
Lordships are aware, domicile means a 
permanent home. The domicile which is 
contemplated by this section ought to be 
defined in some more definite manner 
than the Amendment proposes. I would 
suggest to my noble Friend behind me, 
who is in charge of the Bill [Lord Strath- 
cona and Mount Royal], that he should 
take counsel with my noble and learned 
Friend [Lord James of Hereford] as to 
defining “domicile,” which may be a 
different thing in different Colonies, and 
which, at all events, requires definition. 

*Lorpv JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, the advice of the noble and learned 
Lord the Lord Chancellor has already 
been taken, because my noble Friend 
Lord Strathcona and myself have con- 
ferred on this point. I certainly would 
prefer, if my noble and learned Friend 
will allow me, that this Amendment 
should stand without definition. To 
define “domicile” is impossible. You 
must determine each case as it arises on 
the facts of the case. As Lord Bram- 
well once said— 

“Tf you asked me to define what is day ant? 
what is night, I could not do it, but I can 
always tell you whether it is day or whether 
it is night.” 


So, in the same way, the ques- 
tion, when it arises in our courts, 
whether at the time of the mar- 


riage the parties to it had been domi- 
ciled, can always be determined without 
difficulty ; and if the tribunal consisted 
of my noble and learned Friend the 
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Lord Chancellor there would always be 
a certainty that justice would be done 
on this question of domicile. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Notwith- 
standing that compliment, by which my 
noble and learned Friend sought to get 
rid of any opposition, if you are going 
to make exceptional legislation on behalf 
of persons whose homes are in other 
parts of the world, I should like to have 
it defined in such a way that any tribu- 
nal would be able to give reasonable 
ground for the faith that is in them. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 2, line 1, leave out from ‘ Act’ to the 
end of the clause.”—(Lord Stanley of 
Alderley.) 

*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: My 
Lords, my object in moving this Amend- 
ment is to avoid the inconsistency which 
will exist if this Bill passes in its present 
form. The Bill proposes that these mar- 
riages shall be valid in this country, but 
at the same time it makes them invalid 
fiscally for the children of these mar- 
riages. If you are going to do an act 
of grace to the Colonies it should be 
complete; it is an ungracious act to 
extend a favour and then withdraw it 
with the other hand. There is no reason 
to suppose that any large sum of money 
will be involved, and I think it would 
be much better if the Treasury were to 
forego any claims in this matter. I 
therefore move the omission of the 
words— 

“And no claim by the Crown for duties 
leviable on or with reference to death, and 
before the passing of this Act due and pay- 
able, and no payment of or discharge for such 
duties before the passing of this Act duly made 
or given, shall be  prejudicially affected 
hereby.” 

*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, the promoters of the Bill cannot 
accept this Amendment. We cannot dis- 
possess the Crown of duties which may 
become due, and therefore this safeguard 
inust, so far as we are concerned, remain 
in the Bill. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived. 


{14 Juny 1898} 
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“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Question put— 
“ That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to, and Bill re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee. 


NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES: 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Toe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I beg to move the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill. Its provisions are few 
and simple, and I hope to be able te 
justify them to your Lordships in a very 
few words. It happens on rare occasions 
that individuals render service to the 
State, or attain eminence either in Par- 


liament or in the learned professions, or- 


in the intellectual or artistic werld, 
which in the opinion of the Crown and’ 
of Parliament are deserving of a national 
memorial. My Lords, such a memorial 
generally takes the form of a statue or 
other monument in one of our national 
churches or cathedrals, which is erected 
almost always out of money furnished 
by Parliament, and after a faculty duly 
obtained from the dean or chapter or 
other body or person charged with the 
custody and care and maintenance of the 
My Lords, as the law 
now stands the altering of everything 
within our cathedrals and within our 
national churches is absolutely at the 
discretion of the dean or chapter or other 
person charged with t 1e care of the same 
for the time being; and it may happen 
that what one dean has approved of his 
successor may see fit to alter. My Lords, 
this Bill only proposes to alter the pre- 
sent law to this extent, that when a 
national monument as defined in the Bilk 
has been erected, such national monu- 
ment shall not be removed or altered 
without the permission of the Crown, 


duly obtained, and without the matter 
having been brought under the notice of. 


Parliament in the manner provided in 
the Bill. 
of opinion that this is no more than i 
due in the first place to the family af 


I hope your Lordships will be 
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the deceased, to whom the monument is 
a most honoured and valuable possession ; 
and also that it is no more than is 
due to the Crown and to Parliament, who 
had found the money for erecting the 
memorial, and who had previously 
obtained the permission of the then dean 
and chapter for that purpose. This is 
the whole effect of the Bill, and I venture 
to hope that your Lordships will give it 
a Second Reading. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, on behalf 
of the Home Office I beg to say that 
they have no objection to this Bill being 
read a second time. The Bill appears 
practically only to do for the State in 
the case of State monuments precisely 
what the law at present does in regard 
to monuments erected by a private in- 
dividual. In the latter case the monu- 
ment cannot be removed without the con- 
sent of the heir-at-law, or somebody 
representing the people who contributed 
towards the cost of putting it up. It 
seems reasonable, in the case of a national 
monument, that it should not be removed 
without, at all events, the State, who 
have contributed to the cost of erecting, 
or who have erected, the monument being 
consulted. I have, therefore, no objec- 
tion to the Bill being read a second time. 


Question put. 


sill read a second time. 


BILLS ADVANCED. 

OF BENEFICES BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 

order); Bill reported without Amend- 

ment, and re-committed to the Standing 

Committee. 


UNION 


NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES 
BILL, [H.L.] 
Read a second time (according to 
order) ; and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House To-morrow. 


LIBRARIES (OFFENCES) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow. 


Earl of Camperdown. 


{COMMONS} 
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PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


SOLICITORS BILL. [H.1.] 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow. 


COMPANIES ACT (1867) AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 


Read the first time, and to be printed, 
[No. 154.] 


RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION 
(BORDER COUNTY COUNCILS) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Read the first time, and to be printed. 

[No. 155.] 
House wdjourned at 5. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 14th July 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took 
Three of the clock. 


the Chair st 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


— 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, 


CROMER GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
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DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 
Lords’ 


agreed to. 


Amendments considered, and 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


tead the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment, 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 

Queen’s Consent signified; Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


LONDON, CHATHAM AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


WALKER ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


{14 Jury 1898} 
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ST. MARYLEBONE CHURCHES BILL. 
[H.L.] 
On the order for Second Reading of 
St. Marylebone Churches Bill [H.L.}— 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“ That the Bill be read a second time upon this 
day three months.”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, Dis- 
trict): I am very sensible that, as a 
general rule, there is some inconvenience 
in discussing private Bills upon the 
Second Reading stage, but the circum- 
stances of this case are so unusual and 
the provisions of this Bill are so 
extraordinary that I feel justified in tak- 
ing the course which I now propose to 
adopt by moving that the Bill be read 
a second time this day three months. 
The reasons I take this course, quite apart 
from the merits and demerits of the 
proposals of the Bill, are these: First 
of all there is in this case some difficulty 
about locus standi. The Bill is pro- 
moted by the vestry of this large and 
important parish of Marylebone, and in 
the case of any other private Bill—a 
Bill not promoted by the vestry, but pro- 
moted by some other persons concerned 
in the parish, a Bill affecting the parish 
in regard to this or other matters—- 
under the Standing Order CXXXIV. there 
would be an opportunity given to the 
ratepayers to object, if they so desired, 
to the provisions, and object to the locus 
standi of the bill in Committee ; but it 
so happens in this case that it is a matter 
of very great doubt whether any in- 
habitant or ratepayer of the parish can 
claim a Jocus standi under the present 
arrangements of this House. That is 
the first reason why I feel bound at 
the earliest possible moment to call the 
attention of the House to the provisions 
of this Bill. The second is this > Those 
most affected, the Roman Catholics and 
the Nonconformists, are peculiarly 
situated, and if we, under the new private 
procedure of this House, were given a 
locus standi, it would only be placing 
upon the ratepayers the burden of the 
great expense of asking them to present 
a petition against the Bill before the 
Private Bill Committee. In the next 
place, I assert, without fear of contradic- 
tion, that the promoters of this Bill 
have not given the ratepayers a fair 
and reasonable opportunity of consider- 
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ing its provisions. The resolution of 
the vestry upon which this Bill is 
necessarily founded was only passed 
in October or November, 1897, and 
cne of the resolutions, which was 
important and essential for the 
proper carrying out of the Bill, 
was only passed by the vestry 


upon the 14th of June last—just 28 
days before this Bill is brought up for 
its Second Reading in this House. The 
Bill came down from the House of Lords 
as an unopposed Bill, and consequently 
we are placed in this disadvantageous 
position: the time for raising objections 
to the Bill is passed, and if it passes 
its Second Reading to-day it will pass 
as an unopposed Bill. I assert that 
the promoters of this Bill are unduly 
pressing the matter forward, and in sup- 
port of that statement I will just say— 
and this the honourable Member for East 
Marylebone cannot deny—that I sug- 
gested that the Second Reading of this 
Bill should be adjourned until any day 
next week, in order that we who kuow 
Marylebone and live there might have 
an opportunity of conferring together 
and considering the Bill, and considering 
whether a good bargain has been made 
by the vestry, and also to give mvself and 
others concerned and interested in this 
matter an opportunity of marshalling 
our facts and arguments far better than 
we have been able to under the present 
circumstances. These are the main 
reasons which justify me in asking the 
attention of the House to the provisions 
of this Bill. As a general rule, I freely 
admit that the Committee upstairs is 
the best tribunal before which to thrash 
out the merits of any particular Bill: 
but the conditions under which we are 
placed are such that this is the only 
opportunity we have of protesting against 
the provisions of a Measure which pre- 
judicially affects the interests of a large 
number of the ratepayers of the parish 
of Marylebone, and which ought, in my 
opinion, to be the subject of an order 
of the Committee of the House. If the 
Government and the honourable Genile- 
men opposite permit the Bill to go to 
its Second Reading these matters will 
not be investigated, and a Measure of 
great importance, involving large sums 
of money and affecting great vested 
interests, will go through this House as 
unopposed. So much for the justifiea- 
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tion of the steps which those persons who 
are interested in this matter are taking 
in this Bill. Now let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the provisions of 
the Bill. In the first place, the Bill 


proposes to transfer the sites of six 
churches, and the _ fabric of six 
churches, with all the appurtenances 
belonging to them, from the vestry of 


Marylebone—that is to say, from the 
parish of Marylebcne—to the incumphents 
of the various churches and chapels con- 
eerned. I need not point out to this 
House—I need not point out to anyone 
who knows London—how valuable are 
the sites upon which these churches are 
erected. They are large churches, built 
upon a considerable amount of land 
which is situated in a very valuable part 
of the metropolis. Under the Bill, and, 
as I suggest, without adequate considera- 
tion, the vestry of Marylebone is to hand 
over to the incumbents the sites, the 
churches, and all the appurienances ; 
but the matter does not end there: we 
are also asked to raise, under borrowing 
powers supposed to be conferred under 
this Bill, no less than £80,000, which is 
to be handed over to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. We are also asked to 


borrow the sum of £207,000, to be 
paid to the Feclesiastical Commis- 


sioners, to be used in repairing these 
churches, and we are asked to give 
up the pew rents of these churches. We 
are asked not only to give up our land 
and buildings, but also the income which, 
under the arrangement -made under for- 
mer Statutes, has been apvlied to the 
purpose of diminishing the liability that 
fell upon the ratepayers of Marylebone. 
Those are the provisions of the Bill, and 
if honourable Members would only con- 
sider the range of the Bill—and I stop 
there and inform the House that the 
matter has never been adequately 
thrashed out in the parish. We have 
never had a meeting in the parish to 
consider this and the bearing of it on 
our future liabilities. I make out a further 
case against the Second Reading of the 
Bill. But if the House will permit me I 
will not stop there. I would like to say 
a word or two about the ecclesiastical 
organisation of the parish of Marylebone 
historically. I do not say it is unique, 
but it is certainly peculiar. In the year 
1811 the parish of Marylebone presented 
a very different appearance physically to 
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that which it does now. The Duke of 
Portland was lord of the manor of Mary- 
lebone, patron of the livings, and also 
claimed, I believe, to be the lay incum- 
bent of the parish. In 1811, just about 
the time when those great streets and 
squares were being built and laid out— 
probably by some enterprising builder 
as a speculation—an Act of Parliament 
was promoted by the Duke of Portland 
and the vestrymen of the parish of Mary- 
lebone. Under the Act power was 
taken to rebuild the parish church and 
two others. The Act of 1811 was a 
very complicated Act, and it would be 
very unfair for me to attempt to explain 
the details to the House offhand, and if 
I make any misstatements I hope that 
they will be pardoned, having regard to 
the fact that I am relying on my memery. 
In effect what the Act did was this: 
the Duke of Portland provided a par- 
ticular site for one of the churches, and 
the sites of the other two churches were 
provided by the parish or vestry, which 
was empowered to levy rates and also 
to borrow money, and out of the rates 
so levied and the borrowed money they 
were to build these three churches and 
pay the stipends of their ministers. The 
Act of 1811 was followed by a subsequent 
Act of George IY. in 1820, which em- 
powered the building of four other 
churches, which became district churches 
and are now in the position of being 
chapels of ease to the parish church for 
all ecclesiastical and other purposes. The 
peculiarity of the arrangement was this, 
that the land upon which these churches 
were built was bought out and out by 
the parish and is vested in them. The 
land, the churches, and everything con- 
nected with them was purchased by 
moneys provided by the parishioners of 
Marylebone, and the management of the 
churches, except so far as the services 
were concerned, was vested in and per- 
formed by the vestrymen of Marylebone, 
and that has gone on right down to the 
present time. Under that arrangement 
the sums provided by the parish are 
worthy of the consideration of the House. 
The parishioners of Marylebcne have 
paid £173,000 for the sites and the 
edifices erected on those sites ; they have 
paid £60,000 by way of stipend to the 
ministers; and they have paid, with 
some irregularity, I admit, some £15,000 
for Sunday evening lectures. These 
large sums of money, during the course 
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of about 90 years, have been expended 
by the parish of Marylebone for these 
churches, and I would beg to draw the 
attention of honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
site to this point, that these arrange- 
ments were not entered into in pursuance 
of any contract or any other kind of 
valuable consideration accruing to the 
parish by those who were concerned in 
these building operations. They were 
pure gifts. Under the Act of Parliament 
the vestry were authorised to levy @ 
church rate, which they did, and thus 
the case is a very peculiar one. That 
being the position from the historic point 
of view, how is the matter going to be 
altered under this Bill? At the present 
moment—I am sorry to interrupt the 
course of my observations for a moment, 
but I wish to drive this home, if I can, 
to any honourable Member who will treat 
the matter with fairness, and I expect 
it—we have a vested interest in these 
churches. We have the pew rents, and 
the fabrics are vested in us, and we 
have the right to appoint a_ great 
many of the officers of the church. We 
are now asked to give up all this, and 
not only that, but we are asked to pay 
£80,000 ; and in addition to the £80,009 
we are to find £27,000 in order to put 
the churches in good repair. What is the 
consideration for that under this Bill? 
Why should we do it! 
what the honourable Member for East 
Marylebone will say. He will say the 
parish is going to be relieved of all its 
liabilities under these old Acts of Parlia- 
ment, but Ido not see how we gain any- 
thing by getting rid of those liabilities. 
What is the liability? The liability under 
the Act of 1876 is a liability to maintain 
and keep in repair six churches, and to 
pay certain stipends to the ministers of 
the churches in question. But what kind 
of liability is it? The bargain is a bar- 
gain under an Act. But the promoters 
of the Bill appear to be under the impres- 
sicn that this liability is a liability in 
perpetuity, and one which cannot be got 
rid of ; but it is only astatutory liability 
at best. I say it is only a sta- 
tutorv liability at best. It was done 
without valuable consideration, done 
at the instance of the Duke of Portland 
for the purpose of developing his estate, 
and, done under those circumstances, I 
say it is only a statutory obligation at 
best. What a Statute of this House has 
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done can be undone by Statute, and we 
could come before this Parliament and 
say we have built these churches, and 
have maintained them and kept them in 
repair for nearly 100 years, and now the 
time has come when you must relieve us 
of our liabilities and carry on these 
churches yourself. When Mr. Russell 
‘Wakefield, the vicar of St. Mary’s, Bryan. 
ston Square, came to that church the 
pew rents were only £140 a year. The 
pew rents now are £530, and the increase 
represents a gain to the parish. That is 
now going to be taken away from us by 
the operation of this Bill. Now, I have 
spoken of the liability as a statutory 
one, and I think in time we might come 
forward to the House of Commons and 
ask to be relieved of it, and seek to do 
0 without doing anything detrimental to 
‘any vested interest, and I need hardly 
say that if we did come and seek to do 
this we should do so in the interest of 
those who were interested in the 
churches. But this other interest is of a 
purely sentimental character. I assert 
that in regard to one of the churches I 
consider that this church rate is of doubt- 
ful legality. You will observe that the 
consideration given by this Bill is to get 
rid of that liability. It is stated in the 
Bill itself that the liability exists under 
these old Acts of Parliament. I cannot 
state with regard to one church—the 
parish church—that it does not exist. 
By the Church Rates Abolition Act of 1868 
‘compulsory church rates were abolished 
by section 5 of that Act, which made 
certain exceptions, and the promoters of 
this Bill contend that Marylebone Church 
‘was one of the exceptions. But there is 
a decision of the Court of Appeal in 
respect to this particular parish, to which 
{ might draw the attention of the House. 
In the year 1874 the very question arose, 
not in regard to the whole of the 
churches, but in connection with 
the very church itself, the main 
«church of the parish, The ques- 
tion arose as to whether the church 
rate levied under this Act was a 
legal rate or not, and whether it could 
or-could not be enforced. The matter came 
before Mr. Justice Mathew, and subse- 
‘quently before the Court of Appeal, 
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in which Lord Justice Lopes, now 
Lord Ludlow, was presiding. There 
at was decided that this particular 
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rate did not come within the excep- 
tions of the Church Rates Abolition 
Act. The effect of the decision 
of the Court cf Appeal is this: that the 
consideration offered to us by the 
honourable Member for East Marylebone 
in respect to one or more of the church 
rates is no consideration at all. They 
give us nothing, because the consideration 
does not exist. On the contrary, what we 
are asked is that we who have built 
these churches, and maintained them for 
something like 100 years, should raise 
this large sum of money and transfer our 
property to the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners. I think we have made out a 
good case in this matter. If the Bill iz 
read a second time to-day, it will be 
passed as an unopposed Bill, and there 
seem to be some questions which 
require some discussion, and for these 
reasons I move that the Bill be read a 
second time this day three months. 


*Mr. C. MORLEY (Brecknock): I de 
sire to point out that there is a strong 
objection felt to this Measure upon the 
ground that it seeks to make perpetual 
that which has long been felt to be a 
very great hardship and injustice by the 
ratepayers of Marylebone, the compul- 
sory payment of the church rate. Iam 
quite sure that there is no need to remind 
the House of the arguments so familiar 
to this House of the principle under 
which in the past Nonconformists, who 
supported their chapels where they did 
worship, were also called upon to sup- 
port the Church of the Established reli- 
gion, which they did not attend. But 
perhaps I may remind the House of what 
Mr. Gladstone said, in moving the aboli- 
tion of church rates, 30 years ago. He 
pointed out that his Bill provided that 
no suit should lie in any court to enforce 
the payment of a church rate made in 
any parish in England or Wales. I men- 
tion this as an indication of what was 
the purport and intention of his Measure, 
though no doubt exceptions were intro- 
duced in that Bill. Since the passing of 
that Act 30 years ago, while the country 
generally has received relief from 
these compulsory church rates, Maryle- 
bone, has received no such relief. What 
is the argument of the promoters of 
the Bill? A sound argument for the 
abolition of church rates ; but I am very 
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put forward by gentlemen who by 
this Measure are seeking to make them 
perpetual. The proposal of the Bill is 
to hand over to the Established Churcb 
churches which have been built, either 
wholly or partly, at the public expense, 
out of the money of the ratepayers. The 
words of the proposal are that— 


St. Marylebone 


“ from and after the thirty-first day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
eight, the sites, buildings, furniture, fittings, 
and other property now vested in the vestry, 
shall be vested in the several incumbents.” 
I think that in itself is a very strong 
proposal, but how do we stand! We find 
that they are not ready and willing t»> 
accept the sites, buildings, furniture, fit- 
tings, and other property, unless the 
ratepayers are willing to find £2,700 for 
dilavidations, and we must also divest 
ourselves of £80,000, and hand that sum 
over to the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
as an endowment fund; 
and this Bill empowers the vestry to 
raise this large sum of money on the 
security of a general rate. The result of 
this Measure to the ratepayers of 
Marylebone will be that they will be called 
upon for another 30 years to pay not 
only a compulsory church rate, but an 
increased church rate. We _ cannot 
be surprised under the circumstances 
that not cnly many Nonconformists, but 
many others complain that they should 
thus be compelled to subscribe to the 
endowment of the Church of England. 
Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): 
Although the honourable Gentleman 
opposite has described this as a very 
unusual Bill, and a unique Bill, it is also 
an extremely simple Bill. [“Hear, hear !”] 
I am glad to hear that cheer, as it will 
relieve me of the necessity of explaining 
the Measure, asit shows that honourable 
Gentlemen are well acquainted with it. 
The object of the Bill is summed up in 
a very few words. It is a Bill to enable 
the vestry of Marylebone to get rid of 
the liability of always having to endow 
seven churches of the Established Church. 
Under certain old Acts of Parliament the 
vestry of Marylebone rendered them- 
selves liable, and to cover this obligation 
they were empowered to levy a church 
rate, and also in addition received the 
pew rents. In the early days, when people 
paid pew rents, I have no doubt there 
was no serious loss to the vestry, but, as 
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everybody knows, the system of paying: 
pew rents is gradually disappearing in 
this country, and it is a vanishing: 
quantity. Therefore I do not think the 
argument of the honourable Member for 
Swansea is worth very much upon that 
head when he says the vestry are giving 
up the pew rents. The diminution of the 
pew rents has caused a serious deficiency 
to the ratepayers, and that deficiency is. 
to be made up by the rate; but the 
honourable Member for Swansea denied 
the legality of the rate. It has been in 
existence for 90 years, and surely there 
have been many opportunities for dis- 
puting its legality, and will be, because, 
I suppose, before this House has settled 
the matter there will be a demand made 
for the current rate, when the honour- 
able Gentleman will have an opportunity, 
if he chooses, to contest it in the law 


courts. The deficiency, which caused 
a rate of ld. in the £, has been a 
source of constant irritation and 


annoyance to the ratepayers of Maryle- 
bone, who cannot understand that wher 
church rates have been abolished all over 
the country they should be compelled to 
pay one in Lendon. They have been 
extremely anxious to put an end to this 
state of things. Nothing was, however, 
done until January, 1896, when a com- 
mittee was appointed to consider the 
question and draft out a scheme, if they 
could do so, with regard to it. In 
October, 1897, they reported that they 
had agreed with the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners to commute the liability 
of the vestry for £80,000, and 
that they had _ secured with the 
concurrence of the Crown as _ patron 
the Bishop of London. The com- 
mittee’s report was adopted by the 
vestry, and the Measure now before the 
House is the outcome. The House will 
realise that the committee had no easy 
task in arriving at this agreement, and 
here I should like to refer to the generous 
attitude adopted by the clergy in regard 
to this matter. They made some 
pecuniary sacrifices, and agreed to make 
concessions in other respects. One word 
as to the official aspect of the matter. I 
am not going into an elaborate survey of 
figures, but I should like to draw the 
attention of the House to this fact, that 
the ratepavers of Marylebone will not 
suffer in the slightest degree, and at the 
end of 30 years the ratepayers, or those 
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of the next generation, will be paying 
nothing in the way of church rates; not 
a farthing will be raised for such a pur 
pose. The annual charge to redeem this 
sum of £80,000, by half-yearly instal- 
ments of principle and interest, will be 
about the same as the annual deficiency 
upon the average of 10 years, which is 
suggested by this Bill. Of course, if the 
Bill is not passed, the deficiency arising 
from pew rents, and so forth, may be 
very much larger than at present. By an 
Act of Parliament the ratepayers of 
Marylebone have been called upon for 
the last 90 years to provide thousands 
upon thousands of pounds for the pur- 
poses of these churches. This Bill 
provides that they shall provide a like 
amount for 30 years to come, and no 
more. If the Bill is rejected the rate- 
payers of Marylebone must go on pro- 
viding these thousands and thousands of 
pounds yearly for ever and ever. [“ No, 
no!”] I understand honourable Gentle- 
men opposite to say “No, no!” but 1 
have yet to learn that the House of Com- 
mons, whether it contains a Liberal or 
Conservative majority, will ever consent 
to bring in a confiscatory Measure which, 
so far as I can see, is the only alternative 
to this Bill. Now just one word as ‘» 
the attitude of the ratepayers. The 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Swansea says this Measure has not been 
adequately discussed. I have given ail 
the dates to the House, and I can 
emphatically say that this matter has 
been under the notice of the rate- 
payers of Marylebone for more than 


two years past, and I should cer- 
tainly assume that that was ample 
time for its consideration. Proceed- 


ings of the vestry have from time to 
time been published in the local Press, 
and had any inhabitant or ratepayer of 
Marylebone taken the trouble to have 
looked into it, he could easily have under- 
stood how the matter was going on. 
There has not been the slightest dispo- 
sition until quite recently to discuss the 
resolution of the vestry. It is quite true 
that last month an agitation was got up, 
and a public meeting was called, and 89 
much interest was taken in the matter 
that out of 270,000 independent rate- 
payers only some 50 attended, and I will 
not say that they were ratepayers. 
Although there were three honourable 
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Members of this House present, so little 
interest was taken in the matter, and the 
ratepayers were so satisfied with wha 
was being done by the vestry, that they 
did not even trouble to come and hear 
the arguments. The opposition to this 
Measure does not come from the rate- 
payers, but the Liberation Society, and I 
ask this House earnestly to distrust that 
society. I ask the House to give a 
Second Reading to this Bill, which offers 
to the whole gommunity of Marylebone 
a relief from a heavy burden which has 
been placed upon them for many years 
without doing the slightest injustice to 
a single individual. 


Sm J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): I may say at once that I am not 
a member of the Liberation Society, but 
at the same time I do strongly oppose 
this Bill. The churches which this Billi 
proposes to deal with were erected for 
the purpose of. developing the property 
of the Duke of Portland, and it is very 
well known that a good church is a very 
great assistance to the development of 
property, and, as the Duke of Portland 
was a man of business, it was his duty 
to build the churches, but he was too 
good a man of business to do that. He 
did a very much better thing; he got his 
churches built at somebody  else’s 
expense. Now the Duke of Portland, as 
the owner of the property, has not paid 
a penny in rates from that day to this, 
and we are now called upon to pay to 
the Church £80,000. The simple reason, 
the cheerful reason, the delightful 
reason, why we are asked to pay this 
£80,000 is that the members of the 
Church of England, who get the whole 
and entire benefit of these churches, have 
got out of the habit of paying pew rents. 
When people, who get all the benefit ef 
the spiritual ministrations from these 
churches, do not choose to pay, I cer- 
tainly do not think that those who do 
not derive any benefit. ought to be called 
upon to pay for them. The honourable 
Gentleman who spoke in favour of this 
Bill told us there would be an oppor- 
tunity of testing the legality of these 
church rates. Now, I will undertake, if 
the honourable Gentleman will consent 
to postpone his Bill, that the question of 
the legality of this church rate shall be 
very shortly tested. 
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*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): The honourable Member 
opposite has referred to the supposed 
source and motive of the opposition to 
this Bill. Well, I am not, like my honour- 
able Friends who have moved and 
seconded the Motion for its rejection, an 
inhabitant of Marylebone. I oppose it on 
general grounds, and partly because, xs 
one who had a good deal to do with the 
passing of the Compulsory Church Rate 
Abolition Act, I am opposed to anything 
which runs counter to the principle on 
which that Act was based. The existing 
ecclesiastical arrangements of Marylebone 
are a survival of a system which no one 
would think of establishing in the present 
day. Their history has been highly 
curious, for, after the Duke of Portland 
had become possessed of the patronage 
which had been created by public taxa- 
tion, £40,000 of public money, and which 
was derived from the sale of Crown 
lands, was expended in buying back the 
Duke’s patronage rights; so that there 
was something like an ecclesiastical job 
in the early history of the churches ; just 
as what I may rightly call. another 
ecclesiastical job is to be perpetrated by 
the present Measure. The most striking 
feature of this Bill is its one-sidedness. 
It not only inflicts injustice upon all the 
Nonconformists of Marylebone, but deals 
unequally with the Episcopalian congre- 
gations. They are, I believe, 24 in 
number, but only seven of them are to 
be benefited by the Bill. I could under- 
stand a Measure which would distribute 
the proceeds of the money to be raised 
by this fund among and for the 
benefit of the whole of the churches. 
Nothing of the kind is proposed. It 
is to benefit only churches’ the 
congregations of which are not spirited 
enough—not to say religious enough 
—to obtain for themselves the re- 
quisite means for maintaining divine 
worship. This Bill will improve the 
position of the incumbents and the other 
officials of the churches, and as a conse- 
quence it will improve the value of their 
offices. It also gives additional property 
and additional powers to the Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners. Now, what does it 
do for the ratepayers? Some of the 
things are very evident. It takes away 
the churches which they helped to build, 
and it gives to the Ecctesiastical Commis- 
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sioners powers which the inhabitants now 
possess. It also gives the Commissioners 
power over the seating arrangements, 
which I imagine are at present in the 
hands of the inhabitants, and the only 
people who are to find the money to 
carry out this scheme are to be the rate- 
payers, who are to get nothing; but 


Do?) 
after the present generation are removed 
by death, their successors will no longer 


be fleeced as their forefathers have been 
who have gone before them. The 
promoters have put forth a_ state 
ment which contains a paragraph that 
strikes one as strangely ironical. They 
say that the provisions which now govern 
the churches are inapplicable in the pre- 
sent constitution of the vestry, which has 
been reorganised under recent Acts. That 
would be a most excellent preamble for 
a Bill for the abolition of these obliga- 
tions, but it does not contemplate aboli- 
tion until the expiration of a lengthened 
period. The honourable Member has 
spoken of the impossibility of getting rid 
of these exactions in Marylebone on con- 
fiscatory terms. Nobody wishes the prin- 
ciple of confiscation to be adopted in re- 
gard to the settling of this dispute. There 
are other ways of settling the dispute 
which are perfectly equitable ; for, in the 
first place, this right might be continued 
sufficiently long to practically exhaust life 
interests, giving to each and every present 
incumbent and every other official that 
which he receives and remains entitled 
to; or, if that should be thought to be a 
dilatory process, the next would be to 
commute all these claims, the parish 
borrowing the money which would be 
necessary to pay the commuted amount. 
Then the right would cease, and no indivi- 
dual whatever would suffer the slightest 
possible injury. But this Bill adopts 
neither of these Measures, but simply con- 
verts an unjustifiable tax into a perpetual 
endowment for the benefit of the church. 
Mr. Speaker, this Parliament, I think, will 
be known in history as a Parliament of 
sops and doles, and of unjust financial 
concessions, made for the benefit of a 
section of the community to the injury of 
the rest, and unless the House realises 
this now and rejects this Bill, it will be 
adding to the number contained in that 
discreditable category. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
This Bill has hitherto been treated from 



















911 St. Marylebone 


the point of view of the goodness or bad- 
ness of the financial transactions em- 
bodied in it. But I have not heard a 
word on another point which seems to 
me far more important than this finan- 
cial transaction, which I may say, in pass- 
ing, appears to me to be a good one. It 
simply amounts to a commutation of a 
perpetual obligation. So far as regards 
the financial part of the Bill, I must say 
that I see nothing to object to in it, but 
there is one point which I do not under- 
stand. The honourable Member who is 
responsible for this Bill says that the only 
alternative to the Bill is confiscation. 
Now, I contend that the alternative is to 
leave things as they are; leave those who 
are in possession of the property which 
they now possess, and leave the respon- 
sibilities on those upon whom they now 
rest. That is my objection to the Bill. 
This Bill seems to me to be practically 
a Bill for the abolition of the parish of 
St. Marylebone, and the abolition of all 
their duties and responsibilities in con- 
nection with the churches, which will rest 
upon the Commissioners. What is the 
first operative clause? It says— 

“ The vestry and the ratepayers of the parish 
of St. Marylebone, in the administrative county 
of London, shall be by virtue of this Act freed 
and discharged from all payments, obligations, 
and liabilities whatsoever under any of the 
scheduled Acts in respect of the maintenance 
of any of the said churches and chapels, or of 
any minister's residence, or in respect of the 
payment of any stipend or salary.” 


And so forth. That is the whole essence 
of the ecclesiastical liability of a parish. 
I take it that, although it is nominally 
vested in the parson, it is vested in trust 
for the parish. The really important per- 
sonages in the parish are the laity and 
not the parson. It is their duzy from 
time to time to maintain their parish 
churches, and that duty is cast upon 
them. This Bill, as I understand 1:, pro- 
poses that the Commissioners shal] take 
over certain obligations in return for a 
certain sum to be paid down. ‘Vell, Siz, 
that means the disestablishment and the 
disendowment of the Church in the parist 
of St. Marylebone. It is practically the 
disestablishment of the Churzh ‘n the 
parish of St. Marylebone and the handing 
over of the church to the Commissioners, 
thus taking it out of the hands cf the 
laity and the parish, 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


and removing it 
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from the vestry which is the parish, be- 
cause the vestry consists of the inhabi- 
tants of the parish. It is removing from 
the laity all obligations in the parish 
church in return for a payment made b 

them, and the handing over of all their 
duties and liabilities to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, who, in my opinion, 
cannot properly perform the duties, and 
never will be able to perform them. There 
is one other point—and I do not intend to 
detain the House at any length—this 
Bill relieves the vestry and the inhabi- 
tants of their proper liabilities, and trans- 
fers them to the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners, and if they could perform those 
duties properly nothing could be said of 
it. But you must leave the responsi- 
bility of the maintenance of the church 
upon the parish, otherwise — every 
kind of abuse, ecclesiastical and other- 
wise, will be introduced. But, Sir, there 
is another mysterious body introduced by 
this Bill, such as I have never before 
heard of—that is, the ‘Incorporated 
Church Building Society. This Society 
has certain advantages and certain rights 
by this Bill, and then there comes an 
unheard-of clause—clause 16, which pro- 
vides— 

“ The Incorporated Church Building Society 
shall not be under any liability to see to the 
payment to them of any of the sums authorised 
or required to be paid to them under any of 
the provisions of this Act, nor shall the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners be under any liability 
to see to the application of any sums which 
they are authorised or required to pay to any 
rector or other person or to the said society 
under any of the provisions of this Act.” 


They will have sums paid to them, but 
they are not responsible. Now, what 
does that amount to? ft amounts to 
this: the parish is to buy in only the 
secular liability to maintain its church 
by making a payment to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. They are to make a cer- 
tain payment, as I understand, to the 
Incorporated Church Building Society, by 
virtue of which the parish is to be freed 
from its obligations, but the recipients of 
this sum are themselves to be under no 
obligation. This appears to me to be a 
most astounding proposal, and I listened 
in vain to the speech of the honourable 
Member for an explanation of some point 
such as this in the Bill. 
ther explanation is forthcoming to show 


Unless some fur- 
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that there is some greater justification 
than has hitherto been put forward for 
relieving the parish of its liabilities—not 
merely of its money liabilities, but of its 
moral and social liabilities—I shall cer- 
tainly vote against this Bill. 


Mr. E. MORTON (Devonport): 
I have a particular reason in rising to 
address the House for a few minutes on 
this Bill, and my reason is that, while 
this Bill is one which in its policy is one 
of the utmost possible importance and 
of a reactionary nature, we have not had 
the advice of a single Member of the 
Government upon it. Now, Sir, the very 
essence of this question dealt with in this 
Bill is this, that it is against the policy 
and the principle of the Compulsory 
Church Rates Abolition Act of 30 years 
ago. That Act, to a certain extent, dis- 
established and disendowed the Church. 
It took away from the Church certain 
endowments in the form of rates for the 
maintenance of the fabric of the Church 
which the Church previously possessed. 
Now this Bill proposes to do this without 
any sort of compensation whatever. This 
Bill proposes to stereotype and render 
perpetual one remaining instance of the 
Church in this country. It is on that 
ground, and on that ground especially, 
that we on this side of the House strongly 
oppose and resent this Measure. Now 
what is the effect of this Measure? The 
honourable Member who spoke—in fact, 
the only honourable Member who has 
spoken in favour of this Bill—represented 
that there was a sort of property possessed 
by the Church in this particular parish, 
which we on this side of the House de- 
sire to confiscate without any compensa- 
tion. Now, what is the position? Why, 
the fact is that for more than 80 years 
you have been taxing Protestants, Non- 
conformists, and Roman Catholics, in that 
parish, in order to endow and support 
the teaching of what they believe to be 


heresy, and because that iniquity 
has gone on, and unjustly gone 
on, so long you now want us_ to 


pay them off with a further £100,000 
in order to perpetuate that system. 
We ought to have had the benefit of 
advice upon this question, considering 
the fact that this has been sprung upon 
this House to-day without proper 
consideration. This is a very important 
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Measure, involving a most serious prin- 
ciple. The parish of Marylebone has not 
had sufficient time to consider this Mea- 
sure and to express its opinion upon it. 
I beg to move that this Debate be now 
adjourned. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) seconded 
the Motion. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I trust the honourable Member 
will not press his Motion. The parish 
of Marylebone has had ample time to 
consider the Bill, which is of a plain and 
simple character. If the honourable 
Member is disposed to reproach the 
Government with not having expressed 
their views on the subject, I have no 
hesitation in now expressing my opinion 
that it is a Measure which ought certainly 
to be passed. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: The right 
honourable Gentleman was not present 
at the beginning of the Debate. I asked 
the honourable Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill to adjourn the consideration of 
it until Monday, and he refused. The 
last meeting of the vestry only took place 
on 16th June, and the meeting was re 
cited in the preamble of the Bill. I 
challenge those who are acquainted with 
private Bill legislation to give me the 
case of a Bill dealing with the interests 
of a great parish like this which has been 
rushed forward as this has been. The 
right honourable Gentleman assents to 
giving £80,000 of other people’s money. 
The right honourable Gentleman has not 
treated us fairly. The parish of Mary- 
lebone has not been consulted in the 
matter. I was concerned to some extent 
in the recent local elections, and I hardly 
recollect a single address in which there 
was any reference to this Bill, or any 
meeting in which this Bill was disctssed. 
We are not asking too much in asking 
the Government to yield on this matter 
and request its framers to give us a 
little more time. I appeal that the 
Debate may be adjourned, so that we 
may consider what course to take. Will 
not the right honourable Gentleman give 
us a week, in order to determine our 
position in a matter in which peculiar 
parochial interests are involved! I sup- 
port this Motion for the adjournment. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): There 
is One reason, and a very strong reason 
21 
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indeed, why the Government should give 
us some time—namely, the legality or 
otherwise of this rate. The very founda- 
tion of this Bill before us is that it 
forms an exception to that general enact- 
ment. It is perfectly clear from the 
decisions which my honourable and 
learned Friend read—the decisions of the 
Court of Appeal in 1894—that this 
church rate does not form any exception 
to the enactment of 1868. That raises a 
legal point of the utmost importance to 
this Bill, because, if the rate itself is 
not legal, then this compensation pro- 
posed to be given to the clergy is calcu- 
lated on an entirely false basis; and I 
think we are entitled before we vote on 
this Bill, because, if the rate itself is 
pression of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, but to have the legal opinion of 
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the first officer of the Crown, as to 
whether or not the decision of the Court 
of Appeal was a good one and is binding, 
in order to be taken into consideration 
in reference to this Measure. 


Sir J. BRUNNER: As the right 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury was not present earlier in 
the Debate, he did not hear me state 
that I undertook to have the question of 
the legality of this rate contested if a 
delay in proceeding with the Bill affords 
the opportunity. I repeat that under- 
taking. 

Motion made, and Question put— 

“That the Debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Mr. EB. J. C. Morton.) 

The House divided:—Ayes 106; 
Noes 217.—(Division List No. 215.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Holburn, J. G. 


Hogan, James Francis 
[=] 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 





Billson, Alfred 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John T. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, T. C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Mr. Robson. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

McCartan, Michael 
McEwan, William 

M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary 
O’Connor, J. 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 


NOES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


(Wicklow, .) | 


Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal,W.) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Edimburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wayman, Thomas 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’d) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Edward Morton and 
Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manc’r) 
Balfour,Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
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Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M, M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, General Sir J. B. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Manc. ) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 





Debate resumed— 


Mr. LEWIS: I 
What has happened the 


| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
| Maclure, Sir John William 


| Monckton, Edward Philip 


hope, 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A. S. (Staffs) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Colonel A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 


McCalmont,Mj.-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McKillop, James 

Manners, Lord E. W. J. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 


Monk, Charles James 





Moon, Edward Robert P. 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon.F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | TELLERS 


Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
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Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Kelly, James 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Philpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Mary’bons, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn J.G.(Oxf’'dUny.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Sir William Hood 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. 
Knowles. 


will see the advisability of persuad- 


Sir, after 
Government 


2L2 


ing their supporters to withdraw the 
sill for the present Session. 
it shown on the clearest and the highest 


We have 








919 


evidence by the honourable Member for 
Swansea that the rate of Marylebone 
does not come within the exceptions of 
the Act of 1868, and that has raised the 
greatest possible doubt as to whether the 
rete in the parish uf Marylebone is legal 
at all. In addition to that, we have had 
an undertaking given by an honourable 
Member on this side of the House that 
the case shall be tested in the Law 
Courts. Under these circumstances it 
surely is cnly reasonable that the matter 
should stani over until such time as the 
case has been legally tested; otherwise 
the probability is that we shall be throw- 
ing away £100,000 of the money of the 
ratepayers of Marylebone, who, after all, 
comprise a large number of Nonconfor- 
mists, in payment of a liability which is 
absolutely illegal. That is a proposition 
to which the House ought not to commit 
itself, and we ought to have a clear and 
full reply to the points which have been 
raised on this side of the House before 
we proceed any further with this Bill. 
It is only reasonable that an opportunity 
should be given of testing fairly and 
fully the important legal point which has 
been raised by the honourable Member 
for Swansea. I do not see the law 
officers of the Crown in their place. I 
should have been glad if we could have 
had the advantage of their presence and 
advice in this Debate, because the ques- 
tion which has been raised is of the 
utmost importance, and one which I 
think ought not to be settled hurriedly 
by the House. 


Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I for one have listened very 
carefully to this Debate, and it does 
seem to me that every Member of the 
House, whichever side he sits, who has 
given this matter his attention must feel 
that the aspect of the question has 
altered very much since the commence- 
ment of the Debate. On that ground i 
appeal to the right honourable Gentle 
man the Leader of the House whether 
he would not be well advised if he were 
to endeavour to persuade those who are 
supporting this Bill to withdraw it in 

Mr. Lewis. 
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order that it may be properly considered 
from a legal point of view. There can 


be no immediate hurry. The Vote 
has gone on for the long period 
of 90 years, and it cannot be of 
material importance if it continues 
for one year more. I am _ aware 
that I am speaking as a _ layman, 
and not as a_ lawyer, but the 


point I would ask the right honour. 
able Gentleman to consider is_ this 
it was assumed when this Bill was 
introduced that this rate did not come 
under the purview of the general Act of 
1868. Surely it is not right, therefore, 
when we have high legal authority that 
the rate does not come within the excep- 
tions of the Act, when we have a pledge 
given by an honourable Member that he 
is prepared to test its legality, that we 
should continue this Debate. Under 
these circumstances, I appeal to my 
honourable Friend who has charge of the 
Bill, and to the House generally, from 
the point of view of fairness, not to pro- 
ceed with the matter hurriedly. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
House has been invited ts pronounce its 
opinion on the question of the adjourn- 
ment, and it has given that opinion; 
and I do not think it is right for the 
honourable Member to raise again the 
question of adjournment. 


Mr. BUXTON: What I understand is 
that the question before us is whether 
the Bill shall be read now or this day 
six months. I was endeavouring to show 
that the Bill might not be read now, but 
be deferred, as far as I had been able to 
develop my points, and I am bound to 
say it is one which merits the attention 
of the Government and of the House, 
because this matter has been to a certain 
extent sprung upon us, and _ has 
assumed a different aspect since the 
commencement of the Debate. 


Question put— 


“That the word ‘now,’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 220 ; Noes 
128.—(Division List No. 216.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allsopp, + George 
Anstruther, i - 

Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh U 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James ag alworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Balcarres, ey 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manc’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury. Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
3athurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 


Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


Coddington, Sir William 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cotton-Jodrel!, Col. E. T. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Crinborne, Viscount 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Da'keith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson- Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, General Sir J. B. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
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AYES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


| ‘Samana. Hon. Ailwyn E. 


Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manc’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward —" 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A. S. (Staffs) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
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Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McCalmont, Mj.-Gn.(Ant’mN) 
McKillop, James 

Manners, Lord E. W. J. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert P. 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon.F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, rw x hye 
Morton, A. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newark, Viscount 


| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Ridley, 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. 


Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Kelly, James 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’ 
Rt. Hon. es M. W. 
ike, 


, Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 


| Royds, 


Hutchinson, Capt.G.W.Grice- | 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn. } 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpoo!) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


| Samuel, 


| Stanley, 
Stanley, 


sae Molyneux 

. (Tyrone) 
4 : (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
hettihe, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marv’bone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart.M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 


Russell, 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin. 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 


Lopes, 


Henry Yarde Buller 


| Lorne, Marquess of 
| Lowles, John 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


| Tomlinson, 


Talbot, Lord EF. (Chichesteas 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf dUny 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Wm.Edw. Murra,’ 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest. 


| 
| 
| 


Thomas 
Viscount 


Usborne, 
Valentia, 
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Walrond, Sir William Hood 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Petitions. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, W.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derby re 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Clough, Walter Owen 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) 
Davitt, Michael 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, Sir F. H 
Fitzmaurice, 


Sir Charles 


Lord Edmond 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon.’ Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel ~ ord 
Gold, Charles 


Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 


. (South’ton) | 
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Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 


NOES. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, T. C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holburn, J. G. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnS rU. 
Kemp, George 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb land) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell,Dr. M.A.(Qn’s C.) 
McArthur, W. (Cornwall) 
McCartan, Michael 
McEwan, William 
M‘Hugh E. (Armagh, $8.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morris, Samuel 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 


O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 


Main Question put, and agreed to; | 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


GENERAL 
COMPANY BILL. 


POWER DISTRIBUTING 
[H.L.] 


lie upon the 


Ordered, That Standing Order 73 be | 
suspended in the case of the General | 


and that the Examiners have leave to | 


To-morrow.—_( Dr. 


sit and _ proceed 
Farquharson.) 


Power Distributing Company Bill [H.L.}, | 
| 
| 


EAST INDIA 


Of the Individualist Club, against ; 
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| Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE AyYrEs— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. 
Knowles. 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

, Price, Robert John 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

| Robson, William Snowdon 


Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 


Shaw, T. 
Sinclair, 
Soames, 


(Hawick B.) 
Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. P. J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal,W.) 
Thomas, A. (C armarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. age gan, E.) 
Thomas, D: A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Bah (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wayman, Thomas 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, Johu (Govan) 
Woodall, William 


Woodhouse, SirJT( Hdd’ rsf'ld) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Charles Morley. 

PETITIONS. 


ALIENS BILL. 
to 


Table. 


(CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation, from Great 
Yarmouth, Port Sunlight, 


and Birstall ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


From Bodmin, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
light railway between Fountainhall 
Railway Station and Lauder, in the coun- 
ties of Midlothian and Berwick (Lauder 
Light Railway Order, 1898) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


WAR OFFICE (DECENTRALISATION) 
(DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented of Report of a Com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of 
State for War, to consider the Decen- 
tralisation of War Office business, with 
Minutes of Evidence [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATES (NON-PAYMENT) (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, “of the number of 
rated inhabitants in each parish in Scot- 
land whose names were omitted from the 
Parliamentary Register in the year 1898 
in respect of Non-payment of Rates, 
under the heads of (1) Relief through in- 
ability to pay; (2) Failure to pay; and 
(3) Being in receipt of Parochial Relief.” 
—{Mr. Caldwell.) 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 
without Amendment. 


HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 


with an Amendment. 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY) 
GUARANTEE BILL. 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


with Amendments. 


DUBLIN 


{14 Jur 1898} 





in Ireland. 
QUESTIONS. 


926 


DOG MUZZLING ORDER IN IRELAND. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg te 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in parts of England the compulsory 
muzzling of dogs is not in force, whereas 
there is no part of Ireland where the com- 
pulsory muzzling of dogs is not in force ; 
whether he can explain why Ireland is 
treated differently from England in this 
matter; whether he intends to remove 
the compulsory muzzling of dogs in Ire 
land; and whether he will direct that, 
after the passing of the Local Govern- 
ment Bill, the powers of enforcing the 
compulsory muzzling of dogs will be 
placed in the hands of the county coun- 
cils in Ireland? 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY to rag 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 


(Mr. Gerap W. Baxrour, Leeds, Central) : 
On the 11th February last, in answer to 
a question of the honourable and learned 
Member for North Louth, I explained 
fully the reasons which led to the appli- 
cation of the Muzzling Order to Ireland 
as a whole. I am unable to say any- 
thing as regards England. The total 
number of cases of rabies in Ireland 
during the half year ended 30th June, 
1897, before the law came into opera- 
tion, was 335. In the half year ended 
30th June of this year the number had 
fallen to 52. These results afford reason 
for believing that a continued enforce- 
ment of the Order will lead at no very 
distant date to the stamping out of 
rabies in Ireland and the consequent 
suspension of the Order. The county 
councils created by the Local Govern- 
ment Bill will have such powers to deal 
with rabies, should it still continue to 
exist in the country, as may be conferred 
upon them by Order in Council, but the 
powers vested in the Lord Lieutenant 
and Privy Council of making Orders for 
prescribing and regulating the muzzling 
of dogs will remain unimpaired. 


POLICE SAVINGS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland whether he can say if the saving 
effected by the retirement of Divisional 
Commissioners of Police in Ireland will 


be placed to the credit of that country 
in relieving taxation? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The answer 
to this question is in the negative. 


Dangerous 


ARMY ENLISTMENT. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he will inform the House of the 
number of recruits enlisted during the 
three months ending 30th June, specify- 
ing how many are specials for height or 
physique, and comparing these numbers 
with similar figures for the same three 
months of last year, and, if possible, 
giving the number of infantry recruits 
joining the territorial regiments of the 
districts to which they belong, and the 
numbers not doing so; and if he will 
state the number of Reservists in each 
of the three arms who have rejoined 
during this period of this year? 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. St. Joun Broprick, Surrey, 
Guildford): The numbers of recruits en- 
listed during the quarters ending on 
30th June, 1897 and 1898, respectively, 
were 6,074 and 7,835, of whom 1,805 and 
2,554 were respectively specials. The 
numbers of Infantry recruits who joined 
the territorial regiments of the districts 
to which they belong during the same 
periods were 1,905 and 2,203, the num- 
bers who did so join were 1,926 and 
2,470. The numbers of Reservists who 
rejoined during the quarter ending the 
2nd July, 1898, were—for the Royal 
Artillery 101, for the Foot Guards 11, 
and for Infantry of the Line 884. The 
total net gain to the Army in the three 
months was 2,454, as compared with a 
loss of 508 last year. 


Mr. PIRIE: Can the right honourable 
Gentleman give the number of Cavalry 
Reservists ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Reservists 
allowed to rejoin the Cavalry. 
Mr. Daly. 


are not 
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MILITIA BATTALIONS AT THE AUTUMN 
MANCEUVRES. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary for War whether, having 
regard to the number of Militia batta- 
lions which are being called out this 
year for their annual training at an ex. 
ceptional date, owing to their taking 
part in the Autumn manceuvres, and 
the importance of closely watching the 
innovation in order to ascertain its effect 
on Militia recruiting, he will state to the 
House the number of English, Scottish, 
and [Irish battalions so affected, and 
the number of recruits enlisted respec- 
tively in these battalions during the six 
months ending 30th June of the present 
year, and during the corresponding 
period of last year! 


Mr. BRODRICK: Sixteen English 
Militia battalions, four Scotch, and four 
Irish will attend the Autumn manceuvres, 
During the six months ending the 
30th June, 1897 and 1898, 2,829 
and 3,361 recruits joined the English 
battalions, 811 and 1,091 joined the 
Scotch, and 340 and 337 joined the Irish. 
Thus, during the six months ending 30th 
June, 1898, 719 more recruits joined 
the 24 battalions than during the same 
period in 1897. 


DANGEROUS ThADES. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can vive any statistics 
showing the effect of employment in the 
dangerous processes in potteries on the 
health of women and their children, as 
well as on the health of young persons 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sm MM. 
Wuire Rintry, Lancs, Blackpool): I am 
not sure that I understand what kind cf 
statistics the honourable Member has in 
his mind. There are many recorded 
instances which amply prove that in the 
pottery trade, as elsewhere, the occurrence 
of lead-poisoning in the mother is capable 
of producing grave effects upon the child. 
The total number of reported cases of 
lead poisoning among women and girls 
engaged in the manufacture of earthen- 
ware and china during the two and a half 
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years since the Act of 1895 came into 
force is: women 528, girls 63—a yearly 
average of about 230. The number of 
females employed in Staffordshire is 
20,705. 


Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he can give any statistics com- 
paring the health of workpeople in 
potteries where mechanical ventilation 
has been introduced with the health of 
workpeople employed in potteries without 
mechanical ventilation ! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror Tus 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am afraid I 
have no statistics of the kind, and it 
would. be difficult to obtain them. The 
great lumprovement effected by the intro- 
duction of mechanical ventilation is suffi- 
ciently evident, and one of the points 
aimed at in the new rules I am taking 
steps to establish is the more general 
adoption of fans in all dusty processes in 
potteries, 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): May I ask 
the right honourable Gentleman if he 
will consider the practicability of inform- 
ing the House as to the propcrtion of 
cases in which lead poisoning has been 
certified by a medical practitioner whose 
report has afterwards been found by the 
certifying surgeon to be unfounded? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Every informa- 
tion of that kind I am now endeavouring 
to obtain. It is a very difficult question, 
as the honourable Gentleman knows, but 
I will bear it in mind. 


RAILWAY CONNECTION AT CORK. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the railway constructed be- 
tween Skibbereen and Baltimore, at a 
cost to the public purse of £56,000, for 
the development of the fishing industries, 
does not fulfil that purpose in conse- 
quence of not being extended to the dee} 
water pier at Baltimore ; and whether, in 
view of the fact that under the Fish- 
guard and Rosslare scheme  advan- 
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tageous connections are about to be made 
by bridging the Lee at Cork between all 
the systems in the south of Ireland and 
certain English railway systems, the 
Government will give a grant of money to 
extend the Skibbereen railway to Balti- 
more deep water pier, in order that the 
fishing industry at Baltimore may have 
the advantage of access to British and 
Irish markets? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It is not, I 
am informed, part of the work contem- 
plated by the Fishguard and Rosslare 
Bill to bridge the Lee, and thus connect 
the West Cork railways with the English 
railway systems, bui legislation with this 
object will, I understand, be sought by 
the promoters of the Bill next year. 
When such legislation has been obtained 
the question of aiding the carrying out of 
the project by moneys at the disposal of 
Government can then, if the Government 
think it expedient, be considered. There 
are at present no funds available for the 
purpose. 


POYNTZ PASS PETTY SESSIONAL 
BENCH. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
in the petty sessions district of Poyntz 
Pass, with half the population belonging 
to the Roman Catholic religion, there is 
not, and never has been, a magistrate 
belonging to that religious faith; 
whether, of the four existing magistrates, 
three consist of the local landlord, his 
son, and his agent ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of recommend- 
ing the appointment to the commission of 
the peace some local Roman Catholic 
gentleman ? 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: It appears 
to be a fact that there is no justice of 
the peace belonging to the Roman 
Catholic religion in attendance at the 
Poyntz Pass petty sessions, but I cannot 
say whether such has always been the 
case. Two of the existing justices are 
related as father and son, but they do 
not act together, and the two remaining 
justices in the district are unconnected 
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with them. The Lord Chancellor and the 
lieutenant of the county are at all times 
ready to consider the names of any pro- 
perly qualified persons that may be sub- 
mitted to them for appointment to the 
Commission of the Peace. 


DINGLE BAY FISHERIES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
there is a great need for the erection of 
a boat slip at Rhodes, Dingle Bay, county 
Kerry, to enable the very poor people 
of that distressed district, who live by 
fishing, to land their fish; and whether, 
as the cost of erecting such a slip as would 
meet the requirements of the case would 
be only a few hundred pounds, he will 
take steps to have it done at once? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro- 
posal to eonstruct a landing plac2 at 
Rhodes will be considered by the Con- 
gested Districts Board at their meeting on 
Saturday next. 


TREATMENT OF LIFE PRISONERS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can give the 
number of star class life prisoners who 
were released since 1883, and the number 
of such prisoners who were released at 
the expiration of 10 years, 11 years, and 
12 years respectively; how many life 
prisoners during the same period were 
sentenced to death and reprieved, and 
were since 1883 released ; and how many 
star class life prisoners are now in prison 
(exclusive of treason-felony prisoners) 
who have served more than 15 years? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am seeing 
whether it will be possible to get out 
the figures which the honourable Member 
desires, but in any case their preparation 
will take a little time. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is it true 
that a doctor, convicted in Wales in 1896 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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and sentenced to penal servitude for life, 
has just been released? If so, under 
what circumstances ? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I do not think 
he has been released. At any rate, I 
must ask for notice of the Question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I will put it 


down for to-morrow. 


PUPIL TEACHER SYSTEM. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
the Grand Committee propose to carry 
out, by alterations in the Code or other- 
wise, any of the recommendations in the 
Report of the recent Committee on the 
Pupil Teacher System, and particularly 
whether they will carry out the recom- 
mendations in the Report under the sub- 
head “Queen’s Scholarship Examination 
and Admission to Training Colleges,” and 
the recommendations as to changes in 
the curriculum for pupil teachers and 
students in training colleges! 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL ox EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Committee of Council have not de- 
cided what alterations they will carry 
out. They have the Report still under 
consideration. 


Mr. McKENNA: Will the Committee 
of Council decide it before the issue of 
the next Code? 


Str J. GORST: That is what they are 
waiting for. No alteration can be made 
till the next Code is published, and long 
after that. 


SECTION 4, EDUCATION ACT, 1891. 

Mr. C. MORLEY (Brecknock): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Commit- 
tee of Council on Education whether he 
has taken legal advice as to the interpreta- 
tion of section 4 of the Education Act, 
1891, under which he is sanctioning the 
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imposition of school fees upon poor law 
children at present receiving free educa- 
tion in public elementary schools ; and, if 
so, Whether he will communicate the 
advice to the House? 


Sm J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council have not taken legal advice on 
the subject. 


SETTLEMENT OF A LUNATIC SOLDIER. 


Mr. H. HEATON (Canterbury): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that a 
soldier in the Yorkshire regiment 
stationed at Aldershot, and giving his 


name as James Wade, in July last became | 


a lunatic, and according to his attesta- 
tion paper that he was born in one of 
the parishes (of the Blean Union) situate 
in Canterbury, was sent there in order to 
be chargeable on the Canterbury Town 
Council; whether inquiries were there 
upon made by the town clerk of Canter- 
bury who ascertained that Wade’s real 
name was Patrick Ward; that he had 
previously enlisted in the Army, giving 
at his first enlistment his birthplace as 
the Curragh Camp, Ireland; that the 
certificate of his birth in Ireland had 
since been procured; and that the 
lunatic had never gained a settlement by 
residence or otherwise in England; 
whether he is aware that upon these 
facts being submitted to the Secretary 
of State for War, and an application 
being made to remove the pauper from 
Canterbury, where he had obviously been 
sent under a mistake, the matter was 
referred to the Local Government Board ; 
and whether he will take steps to 
remedy the wrong done to Canterbury 
in this matter? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. CHap- 
un, Lincs, Sleaford): I received from 
the Canterbury Town Council last year a 
copy of correspondence that had passed 
between them and the War Department, 
and the facts as stated in the Question 
accord generally with those mentioned in 
the correspondence. The difficulty 
appears to have arisen from the order 
of the War Office, in which they were, 
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no doubt, justified at the time, but 
which seems to have been based upon 
what was subsequently shown to be mis 
information. The War Office are mis- 
taken in supposing that the final adjust 
ment of this case is a matter within the 
purview of the Local Government Board, 
and, while I can quite understand and 
sympathise with the request of my 
honourable Friend, we have no authority 
to give any directions, and no power, 1 
am sorry to say, to render the town 
council any assistance whatever in this 
| case, 





ROXBORO ROAD SCHOOL, LIMERICK. 


| 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
‘to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland what has been the 
lresult on the Roxboro Road School, 
| Limerick, of the Resolution of this House 
‘disapproving of the last scheme of the 
Educational Endowment Commissioners ; 
‘have the Commissioners declined to 
frame a new scheme and allowed the 
Act to lapse without anything being 
‘done, and refused to take any steps to 
'deal with the schools; do they collect 
irent from the existing tenant or enforce 
|his covenant to repair; can the legal 
opinion on which the Education Commis- 
|sioners are remaining inactive be 
|obtained by persons interested; have 
'they recommended private persons to 
litigate the question of the schools at 
‘their individual expense, while declining 
|themselves to do so or to bear any por- 
‘tion of the costs; and do the Govern- 
ment, who supported the Motion to quash 
the schemes of the Judicial Commis- 
sioners, intend to do anything to put an 
| end to the present state of affairs? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The result 
of the Resolution referred to in the first 
paragraph has been that no scheme has 
been finally approved for the manage- 
ment of the school in question. The 
Judicial Commissioners found themselves 
unable to frame a scheme which would 
not conflict, on the one hand, with the 
Resolution of the House, or, on the 
other hand, with the judgment of the 
Privy Council. The powers of the Com- 
mission lapsed on the 3lst December 
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receive rent amounting to £20 annually 
from the existing tenant of the school. 
The Commissioners of Education are aos 
in a position to state what is the right of 
persons interested in the endowment to 
be furnished with the legal opinion 
referred to the fourth paragraph. The 
Commissioners have pointed out to the 
Bishop of Limerick that, while they are 
unwilling to involve the funds of the 
endowment in expensive litigation to 
obtain the directions of the Court of 
Chancery as to the administration of the 
endowment, there is a cheap and expe- 
ditious mode whereby any persons 
interested can obtain the directions in 
question. The costs of such proceedings 
are in the discretion of the court as the 
Commissioners are advised, and as they 
are prepared to submit in every way to 
the jurisdiction of the court, and to give 
every assistance to the obtaining of the 
directions of the court by persons 
interested, they have declined to give an 
undertaking binding the funds. The 
Lord Lieutenant, by Orders in Council, 
dated 24th December, 1896, and 30th 
August, 1897, extended the powers of the 
Educational Endowments Commission 
with respect to this endowment, in the 
hope that a solution of the questions at 
issue, satisfactory to the parties 
interested, might be arrived at, but the 
Educational Endowments Act having now 
lapsed there is no power to deal with the 
matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do the Govern- 
mert intend to allow matters to rest as 
they are! Will nothing be done by the 
Government ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We have 


no power to do more than we have done. 


MR. BRAILSFORD’S REPORT. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any reply has been received 
from Cclonel Chermside in reference to 
the report of Mr. Brailsford; and, if so, 
whether he will state the terms of the 
reply to the House? 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





Curzon, Lancs, Southport): Sir Herbert 
Chermside has only just received Mr. 
Brailsford’s report on arrival in England. 
His observations, and those of the British 
naval and consular officers, will be com- 
municated to Parliament when received. 


PROVISIONAL CONSTITUTION 
CRETE. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what is the character of the provisiona! 
constitution which has been submitted 
by the Admirals to the Assembly of 
Crete; and whether it contemplates the 
withdrawal of the Turkish troops from 
the island? 


FOR 


Mr. CURZON: The following is the 
nature of the arrangement contemplated 
in the instructions sent to the Admirals. 
At the request of the Admirals, the 
Cretan Assembly shall appoint an execu- 
tive Committee which shall be provision- 
ally charged with the administration of 
those parts of the island which actually 
obey the Assembly. This Committee 
shall be in permanent touch with the 
Admirals, and shall be liable to dissolu- 
tion by them. The Admirals shall con- 
tinue to exercise their authority in the 
districts occupied by the European or 
Ottoman troops. It rests with the 
Admirals to decide whether the gendar- 
merie now under their orders shall be 
placed at the disposal of the Executive 
Committee. The question of the Turk- 
ish troops is under the consideration of 
the Admirals, but is independent of the 
provisional constitution which relates to 
part of the island where there are no 
Turkish troops at all. 


CONCERT OF EUROPE AND CRETE. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Concert of Europe still 
exists, in regard to the settlement of 
Crete; and if not, what Powers are act- 
ing in concert in making the present 
proposals ? 








937 Porte’s 

Mr. CURZON: Great Britain, France, 
Italy, and Russia have acted together in 
making the proposals referred to, and 
have communicated them to Germany 
and Austria. The two latter have with- 
drawn their forces from Crete, but have 
not left the Concert of the Powers. 


APPOINTMENT OF CHRISTIAN 
GOVERNOR OF CRETE. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any negotiations are now in 
progress with a view to the appointment 
of a Christian governor of Crete? 


Mr. CURZON The Provisional 
Government of which I have previously 
spoken is being set up in Crete because 
of the difficulty experienced in selecting 
a governor acceptable to all concerned. 
The appointment of such an officer is 
therefore temporarily postponed. The 
Admirals will continue their functions 
until they can safely be replaced. 


PORTE’S PROTEST. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Porte has addressed a pro 
test to all the Powers concerned in pro- 
posing the provisional arrangement for 
the government of Crete; and what 
action it is proposed to take in face of 
this protest! 


Mr. CURZON: The Porte has made 
the protest alluded to; but I am not 
aware of any action that is in conse- 
quence required. The provisional 
scheme of government is in the mean- 
time being proceeded with. 


Sir C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean): Will the Admirals, then, con- 
tinue during a period of indefinite time 
to govern the towns of Crete where the 
Assembly has no power? 


Mr. CURZON: Yes, Sir; I think the 
period may be called indefinite in so far 


as it is at present impossible to fix a 
limit to it. 
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Mr. DILLON: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman say whether the Admirals 
will actually exercise authority now in 
the town of Candia, instead of leaving it 
in the hands of the English military 
officer ! 


Mr. CURZON: That Question shows 
a misapprehension of what has happened 
in the town of Candia. Papers will be 
laid which will show that there has been 
continuous co-operation between the 
council of Admirals and the British 
officer in charge of Candia. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): May I 
ask whether we are to understand from 
that statement that the negotiations for 
the selection of a governor of Crete are, 
in the meantime, suspended, or whether 
they are still going on? 


Mr. CURZON: I think the former is 
the truer description. No negotiations 
are at the present moment actually in 
progress on the point. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
With reference to the two statements 
that Germany and Austria remain in the 
Concert, and that the Admira's must re 
main because they cannot safely be re 
placed, may I ask whether Germany and 
Austria will take part in the considera- 
tion of the question whether the Admi- 
rals can be safely replaced, and the 


forces of those countries, having been 
withdrawn 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a Question which ought to be put on 
the Notice Paper. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
May I ask whether the Provisional Com 
mittee can be dissolved only by the 
unanimous decision of the Admirals, or 
by a majority of them? 


Mr. CURZON: That is a point as to 
which I do not know whether it has been 


discussed ; it is a very important one, 
and I will look into it. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): 
Where will the Provisional Committee 
get the funds for the purpose of carrying 
on the government? 


[No Reply.] 
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WHITE ESTATE, BANTRY. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the sale of the White Estate 
to the tenants near Bantry will take 
place? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
unable to add anything to my reply to 
the honourable Member’s previous Ques- 
tion of the 24th February last on this 
subject. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON 
TUBERCULOSIS. 

Mr. STEVENSON: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for East Northamp- 
ton, I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he has con- 
sidered the Report of the Commission on 
Tuberculosis as regards the successful 
adoption of the policy of gradual elimina- 
tion of tuberculosis by the use of the 
tuberculin test in Denmark and else- 
where; whether he will take steps io 
carry out the recommendation of the 
Commission that properly prepared 
tuberculin, and the services of veterinary 
surgeons, should be provided by the State 
to enable agriculturists in this country 
to adopt the policy of elimination; and 
whether he will apply to the Treasury to 
sanction the small grant of £5,625 per 
annum which the Commission think suf- 
ficient to initiate this policy? 


Tue PRESIDENT or van BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I am afraid that as 
yet I can add nothing to what I said in 
reply to the Question addressed to me on 
this subject by the honourable Member 
in April last, except that since that time 
the Report of the Royal Commission has 
been fully considered by the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture, and that no 
desire was then manifested for the pro- 
vision of facilities for the application of 
the tuberculin test. It is clear, I think, 
that I could not approach the Treasury 
on the subject with any hope of success 
until there is evidence that agriculturists 
really wish that their cattle should be 
subjected to the proposed test on the 
conditions suggested by the Commission. 


{ COMMONS} 
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OMAGH LUNATIC ASYLUM WATER 
SUPPLY. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): I 
bee to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the reason and by whose authority 
the change has recently been made of the 
water supply to the residence of the resi- 
dent medical superintendent of the 
Omagh Lunatic Asylum; whether the 
change will necessitate an additional 
operation of steam, etc., or is the water 
to be stored in the tanks that supply the 
institution ; and, if the residence of the 
resident medical superintendent is no 
longer supplied with water from these 
tanks, will instructions be given to in- 
spectors to carefully examine the state cf 
the tanks and the quality of the water, 
in view of the report of the sanitary 
expert as to the cause of the recent out- 
break of typhoid fever? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The change 
referred to in the first paragraph was 
authorised by the board of control on the 
application of the resident medical super- 
intendent of the asylum. The reply to 
the second paragraph is in the negative. 
An analysis of the existing water supply 
shows the water to be good and potable. 


at Carrickmore. 


JUDICIAL TERM LEASES AT 
CARRICKMORE. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
agent of the Gresham Assurance Com- 
pany at Carrickmore, county Tyrone, 
invited a number of the leading tenants 
on the estate to meet him for the purpose 
of fixing second judicial term leases and 
failed to keep his appointment, and that 
since then his agent has issued a large 
number of civil bills and ejectment pro- 
cesses against the tenants, inflicting on 
them thereby heavy law costs and 
expenses ; whether he is aware that this 
agent has issued a process against a very 
poor tenant for £5 for raising a quantity 
of bogwood, by which means the man 
strove to pay his rent, the only resource 
he had to meet the agent’s demands; 
that the tenants on this estate made 
application to purchase their holdings, 
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but received no reply to their request ; 
and will he say if it would be the duty 
of the Land Commission to order a sale 
if appealed to in this matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
unable to say whether the agent invited 
the tenants of this state to confer with 
him as stated, but I understand that 
negotiations have taken place between 
the parties without result, apparently. 
A number of the tenants have been 
decreed, and the majority of them have 
since settled with the agent. The tenant 
mentioned in the second paragraph was 
proceeded against for cutting wood on a 
portion of bog not on his own holding ; 
I have no information as to his circum- 
stances. The tenants made application 
to purchase their holdings, but the pro- 
perty had then passed into the hands cf 
the Assurance Company. I cannot say 
what would be the decision of the Land 
Commission in the event referred to in 
the last paragraph. 


OVERCROWDING ON RAILWAYS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): On behalf of the honourable 
Member for East Northampton, I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the successful claim brought by Mrs. 
Wiley, in the Shoreditch County Court, 
on Saturday last, against the North 
London Railway Company, for injuries 
sustained by her falling out of an over- 
crowded compartment in which she was 
obliged to stand against the door; 
whether he is aware that such over- 
crowding is constantly occurring on the 
London and suburban railways at certain 
times in the day; and whether he can 
take steps, by representation to the com- 
panies or otherwise, to induce or compel 
the companies to make better provision 
of carriages at such hours? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tnz BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rrrcnie, Croydon) : 
Yes, Sir, my attention has been called to 
the case referred to, but I understand the 
company do not admit the accuracy of 
the facts as stated in the Question. 
IT am anxious to do everything in 
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my power to press the companies to 
mitigate the evils arising from over- 
crowding, and correspondence is con- 
tinually passing between the Board of 
Trade and the companies on the subject. 
No remedy has been found. It is doubt- 
ful whether some companies can put on 
more trains or add more carriages to 
existing trains. Large accommodation is 
given by the metropolitan companies ; 
for instance, the North London—the line 
upon which the accident to Mrs. Wiley 
happened—state that between 5 p.m, 
and 8.30 p.m. on week days (Saturdays 
excepted), 28 trains are run from Broad 
Street to Bow, having a seating capacity 
for 15,112 persons. 


Provinces. 


YANG-TSZE PROVINCES. 

Mr. J. WALTON (York, W.R., Barns- 
ley): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
formal or specific agreement in writing 
has been concluded by the Government 
of Great Britain with the Government of 
China in respect of the Yang-tsze Pro- 
vinces beyond the notice contained in the 
brief telegraphic dispatch of Sir C. Mac- 
Donald to the Marquess of Salisbury of 
14th February ; and whether the reply 
of the Yamen to the British demand 
referred to in that dispatch was in writ- 
ing; and, if so, whether their reply will 


be laid upon the Table? 


Mr. CURZON: If the honourable 
Member will refer again to the telegram 
to which he alludes, he will see that Sir 
Claude MacDonald addressed a dispatch 
to the Chinese Government on the sub- 
ject, and received one from them in 
reply. The agreement is, therefore, in 
writing and specific. Its contents are 
fully described in the telegram from Sir 
Claude MacDonald already published ; 
and the actual words of the assurance— 
namely, that, “It is out of the question 
that territory in the Yang-tsze region 
should be mortgaged, leased, or ceded to 
another Power,” are there quoted. If, 
however, the honourable Member still 
entertains suspicions on the subject, I 
shall be most happy to show him a copy 
of the dispatch. 


Sin W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): I understand from the Under 
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Secretary that a formal dispatch on the 
subject of the Yang-tsze Valley was 
addressed to the Yamen by our Ambassa- 
dor in China, and that a formal answer 
in writing was returned by the Yamen 
to him; I would ask the Under Secre- 
tary whether he will not lay these two 
important dispatches on the Table of 
Parliament. It is not a question of 
private communications: it is a matter 
of the highest consequence to have the 
text of these two dispatches, of which 
only a single sentence appears in the 
telegraphic communication. 


Mr. CURZON: I think the right 
honourable Gentleman fancies that there 
is rather more in the dispatches to which 
he alludes than there actually is. There 
is not the slightest objection to laying 
the dispatch of Sir Claude MacDonald or 
the reply on the Table of the House other 
than the slight inconvenience of laying 
a single leaflet of paper which only con- 
tains a few lines. 


Larne 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was _ under- 
stood to ask: Is the House to under- 
stand that no alteration has been made 
in regard to this region since the dis- 
patches were written! 


Mr. CURZON : I think the honourable 
Gentleman had better wait and see the 
dispatches. 


PEKIN-HAN-KAU RAILWAY 
CONCESSION. 

Mr. J. WALTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the French are parties to 
the Belgian Syndicate who have obtained 
a concession for the railway from Pekin 
to Han-kau, in the Yang-tsze Valley; 
whether he is prepared to state the terms 
of that concession; and whether that 
contract is in conformity with the assur- 
ances given by the Government of China 
in respect to the Yang-tsze Provinces?! 


Mr. CURZON: I have no information 
as to the extent to which any of the 
persons interested in the Belgian Syndi- 
cate are of French nationality. The con- 
cession as signed has not been published, 
and I am unable to state the precise 
terms of it. 


Sir W. Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. J. WALTON: May I ask whether, 
in view of the fact that the commercial 
interests of this country are so deeply 
involved in the question, the right 
honourable Gentleman will address a tele 
graphic communication to Pekin for in- 
formation, and will convey that informa- 
tion to the House when he receives it? 


Mr. CURZON : It is quite unnecessary 
to send a telegraphic communication to 
Pekin on the subject, because Sir Claude 
MacDonald has not only general but 
special instructions to acquaint us of all 
he can learn on the matter. 


LARNE HARBOUR. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, with 
reference to the statement made by 
Admiral Fullerton during the last Royal 
visit to Belfast, that it was impossible to 
take the Royal yacht “Victoria and 
Albert” into Larne Harbour, notwith- 
standing that arrangements had been 
made for its departure from that port, 
whether he is aware that the largest 
steamers of the Transatlantic State Line 
for a considerable period called regularly 
at Larne for passengers and goods; and 
that one of the largest ocean steamers 
ever built by Messrs. Harland and Wolff 
called at Larne on her trial trip; 
whether he is aware that local pilots or 
captains were willing to take the yacht 
into Larne Harbour with ease and safety ; 
whether, considering the reflection made 
by Admiral Fullerton as to the want of 
sufficient accommodation there, or as to 
the limited capacity of the harbour, any 
inspection has since been or will be 
made to test the disputed grounds for the 
refusal of Admiral Fullerton to bring the 
Royal yacht into Larne Harbour; and 
whether the Admiralty charts give any 
indication of the want of capacity of this 
harbour for the entrance and departure 
of such a steamer; and, if so, whether 
such charts will be revised and corrected 
in accordance with the facts? 


Toe SECRETARY to tua ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, $.): 
The Admiralty have no information on 
the points indicated in the first two 
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paragraphs of the Question. The 
dimensions and depths of Larne Harbour 
are correctly given on the Admiralty 
charts, and no action of the kind sug- 
gested in the third and fourth para- 
graphs will be taken. 


Mr. McCARTAN: I shall on another 
day ask the honourable Member if an 
answer given on this subject last Monday 
does not disclose an utter want of know- 
ledge of the facts on the part of the 
Admiralty authorities. 


RAILWAY BRIDGE NEAR LISTOWEL 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
what provision, if any, can be made in 
the Local Government Bill giving the 
ratepayers of the county of Kerry a right 
of way across the railway line between 
Duagh and Islandanny, situate near Lis- 
towel; whether he is aware that the 
grand jury of Kerry erected a bridge 
between Duagh and Islandanny at a cost 
to the ratepayers of £3,496 10s., which 
bridge, although completed for the past 
seven years, cannot be used on account 
of the public having no right of way 
across the railway; and whether some 
provision can be made to allow the public 
to utilise a bridge built at their expense 
by the grand jury of Kerry? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It would 
be outside the scope of the Local Govern- 
ment Bill to make provision of the 
nature suggested in the Question. As to 
the facts of the case, I replied on the Ist 
April last to a Question addressed to 
me by the honourable Member, and I 
must refer him to the answer given by 
me on that occasion. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Do I understand the 
right honourable Gentleman to say the 
county council must accept this monu- 
mental piece of construction? Is there 
no remedy for it? Is he aware that this 
bridge has been completed for seven 
years, and cannot be used? 


[No Reply.] 
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GRAND JURY CONTRACTS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the grand jury of the 
county of Kerry, who are at present 
sitting, have the power to enter into con- 
tracts for any period up to five years for 
the making and maintaining of roads, 
ete., within the county of Kerry; and 
whether he is aware that their secretary 
has issued an advertisement, bearing date 
27th June, 1898, for new contracts for 
five years! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The exist- 
ing powers of the grand jury to adopt 
lone term contracts for maintenance 
works cannot be interfered with until the 
Local Government Bill becomes law. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): And 
will these contracts be binding on the 
new county councils? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, un- 
doubtedly. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Have the Local Govern- 
ment Board issued any instructions in 
connection with these long term con- 
tracts! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board has no power to do 
that, but I believe a suggestion has been 
sent out that such contracts should not 
be entered into where it can be avoided. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it fair that a county 
council should be bound by: 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member must take some 
other opportunity of arguing the question. 





NENAGH GUARDIANS AND THE 
ENGINEER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware of 
a case tried before the county court judge 
at the recent quarter sessions at Nenagh, 
county Tipperary, where their engineer 
sued the board of guardians of the Nenagh 
Union for balance of an amount alleged 
to be due to him for certain maps pre- 
pared for the Privy Council inquiry in 
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connection with their scheme for 
labourers’ cottages, in which case a decree 
for the full amount claimed was obtained 
against the guardians with costs; 
whether the guardians had at first de 
cided to pay Mr. Gill, their engineer, 
his full claim, but were prohibited from 
so doing by order of the Local Govern- 
ment Board; if he is aware that subse- 
quently the application to have an engi- 
neer sent down to give evidence in the 
case was refused by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and that in the absence of 
such expert evidence the judge decided 
against the guardians; whether, under 
these circumstances, the guardians, con- 
sidering they should not be at the loss 
of the costs, some £15, made application 
to the Local Government Board to have 
the amount refunded, but which request 
was also refused; and if, under the cir- 
cumstances, he will have inquiry made, 
with a view to have the guardians re- 
couped for this loss to the rates, for 
which they were in no way accountable? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 
as stated in paragraphs one to four are 
substantially accurate, except the state 
ment that the guardians were “ pro- 
hibited” by the Local Government 
Board from paying Mr. Gill’s claim in 
full, What occurred was this: the 
Board asked the guardians to have 
an enlarged map prepared by their 
engineer, showing the petitioners’ hold- 
ings, etc., in eight cases for the informa- 
tion of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. This was done, and the 
engineer sent in his bill for the work at 
the rate of six guineas per map, or 
£50 8s. in all, and the guardians, after 
communication with other unions, in 
which similar work had been done at a 
much lower rate, decided to pay the bill. 
When the matter came before the Board 
they stated that the remuneration seemed 
very high, and, after consultation with 
their chief engineering inspector, the 
Board informed the guardians that, in 
their opinion, half the amount proposed 
would afford ample remuneration to Mr. 
Gill for the work. Thereupon the guar- 
dians decided to offer him half the 
amount claimed, which he declined, and 
sued them for the full amount. It would 
be contrary to the practice of the Local 
Government Board to send one of their 
inspectors, or other professional advisers, 


Mr. P. O'Brien. 
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to give evidence in a case in which they 
were not themselves concerned, and it 
was open to the guardians, if they really 
wished to defend the action, to employ 
expert evidence for the purpose. But 
this they failed to do, and the county 
court judge, in the absence of any suck 
evidence on their behalf, gave a decree 
for the amount claimed, with costs. The 
Local Government Board have no funds 
at their disposal to defray the guardians’ 
costs in this case, but even if they had 
they see no reason for such a course, as 
their views respecting the unreasonable- 
ness of Mr. Gill’s claim are not in any 
way altered by the evidence given on 
his behalf, or by the decision of the judge 
on the merits of the case as presented 
to him. 


GALLANTRY OF SURGEON 
LIEUTENANT HUGO. 

Sir W. FOSTER (Derbyshire, Ilke- 
ston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been called to the gallant conduct of 
Surgeon Lieutenant V. Hugs, of the Mala- 
kand Field Force, under the following 
circumstances :—Lieutenant Ford was 
dangerously wounded in the shoulder, and 
was bleeding to death from the bullet 
having cut the main artery, when Surgeon 
Lieutenant Hugo came to his aid. The 
fire was too hot to permit lights to be 
used to examine the wound, and there 
Was no cover, nevertheless the surgeon 
struck a match and examined the wound. 
The match went out amid a splutter of 
bullets, which kicked up the dust all 
round, but by its uncertain light he saw 
the nature of the injury, and seized the 
bleeding artery, and, as no ligature was 
available, he remained for three hours 
under fire holding the vessel between his 
finger and thumb. When at length it 
seemed that the enemy had broken into 
camp, he picked up the officer, who was 
unconscious from loss of blood, and bore 
him into a place of safety without relax- 
ing his hold of the artery ; and whether 
the authorities have taken steps to 
reward suitably this splendid act of 
devotion? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle 
sex, Ealing): The officer who performed 
the gallant action referred to by the 





i 626 oo oh Lhe kt a Oh 


la 
re 
an 


hu 


las 


th 


fer 
an 








GeGeersetwy? v= m™r 

















949 English Hospital 


honourable Member was Surgeon Lieu- 
tenant J. H. Hugo, who, for his services 
in the late campaign, has received the 
decoration of the Distinguished Service 
Order. 


NEW LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY 
FOR WEXFORD. 

Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
in the proposed local government divi- 
sion of county Wexford, Rosbercon, a 
suburb of New Ross, heretofore in county 
Kilkenny, is now added to the county 
of Wexford ; if he is further aware that 
heretofore the counties of Wexford and 
Kilkenny jointly bore the charges on the 
bridge connecting New Ross with Ros- 
bercon, which bridge benefited both coun- 
ties equally; whether the proposed 
assignment of Rosbercon to county Wex- 
ford will in any way affect the incidence 
of these charges; and whether he will 
take steps to secure that the arrange- 
ment entered into by the grand juries of 
Wexford and Kilkenny in the past for 
the joint payment of the expenses of this 
bridge will be continued after the pass- 
ing of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is one 
of many cases in which existing county 
charges will be adjusted following upon 
any alteration of county boundaries, 


IRISH ASSISTANT TEACHERS. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will grant a Return of 
the number of assistant teachers in Ire- 
land under the National Board, giving 
respectively the number of first, second, 
and third class assistants? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The total 
number of assistant teachers recognised 
in National schools on the 31st December 
last was 3,604, of whom tkere were in 
the first class 108 males and 140 females, 
in the second class 482 males and 1,073 
females, and in the third class 450 males 
and 1,342 females. 
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LAND TAX COMMISSIONERS’ NAMES 
BILL. 


Sir C. DILKE: I beg to ask the See- 
retary to the Treasury whether no serious 
attempt is to be made during the pre- 
sent Parliament to carry a Land Tax 
Commissioners’ Names Bill, such as 
should constitutionally be passed in the 
first Session of each Parliament; and 
whether, by the absence of such an Act, 
the Land Tax Commissioners, by whony 
the Income Tax Commissioners are ap- 
pointed, will gradually be reduced so as 
to consist of county magistrates only! 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro tue 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hawnpvry, 
Preston): I know of no constitutional 
necessity for passing a Land Tax Com- 
missioners’ Names Bill in the first Ses- 
sion of each Parliament, and, when the 
preceding Parliament has been a short 
one, there is not much practical reasorm 
for doing so. In this Parliament what 
has hitherto been regarded as a formal 
and non-controversial Measure has been 
treated as controversial. I hope, how- 
ever, that next Session the Bill may be 
reintroduced and passed into law. As 
county magistrates are er-officio Land 
Tax Commissioners, the effect of con 
tinued omission to appoint new Commis- 
sioners would be as stated in the Ques- 
tion. But there is no intention of al- 
lowing such a result, and at the present 
time the number of Land Tax Com- 
missioners is, I understand, adequate. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): Is it 
not a fact that five years have now 
passed since the Land Tax Commis- 
sioners’ Names Act was passed, and is 
not considerable inconvenience felt im 
several districts owing to the non-pass- 
ing of another Act, which there is no 
intention on this side of the House at 
any rate of unduly opposing? 

Mr. HANBURY: I can only say that 


the honourable Member himself is re- 
sponsible for the withdrawal of the Bilk 


ENGLISH HOSPITAL AT ADEN. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether any English nurses have beem 
engaged for the hospital at Aden; and 
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whether the Government of India or the 
Admiralty will pay their salaries? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I am not aware whether any 
English nurses have yet been engaged 
for the Aden Hospital, but I am in com- 
munication with the Government of 
India on this subject; as also regarding 
the proportion of their salaries to be paid 
by the Admiralty and Port Funds re- 
spectively. The latter point to a large 
extent regulates the class of nurses to be 
engaged. 


INTERNAL FITTINGS OF WAR SHIPS. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the attention of the Admiralty 
has been called to the advisability of 
substituting steel or aluminium for wood 
in the internal fittings of Her Majesty’s 
ships ; and whether any steps have been 
or will be taken in that direction? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The attention of the 
Admiralty has been continuously directed 
for a long time past to minimising the 
amount of wood and other inflammable 
material in the fittings of Her Majesty’s 
ships. This policy will be continued. 


ASTON MANOR BOARD SCHOOLS. 

Caprain GRICE-HUTCHINSON (Aston 
Manor): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether the Education Department 
has sanctioned the expenditure of £25,000 
or thereabouts on the erection of higher 
grade Board schools in Aston Manor 
{which is a necessitous school board dis- 
trict), in spite of the protest of the rate- 
payers, who, in public meeting as- 
sembled, on June 28th, rejected the adop- 
tion of the scheme by an overwhelming 
majority ; and, if so, whether the Depart- 
ment can see its way to reconsider their 
decision. In putting the Question I wish 
to explain that the ratepayers are not 
opposed to the principle, but object to 
the unnecessarily large expenditure? 
Mr. Moon. 
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Sir J. GORST: A loan of £23,000 has 
been sanctioned to provide for the re 
housing and improvement of an existing 
higher grade school, and the building of 
a pupil teacher centre and a school for 
deaf children. The Department have 
communicated their approval of the plans 
to the Board, and see no reason to re- 
consider their decision. 


CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION 
SCHEME. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether the Treasury have received 
memorials signed by nearly 50,000 Civil 
servants, praying for an inquiry into the 
superannuation system ; and, if so, 
whether he can say when an answer will 
be given to the memorialists? 


Mr. HANBURY: Memorials on this 
subject have been received from a large 
number of Civil servants in various 
Departments. I cannot at present say 
when an answer will be given. 


INCOME TAX ON COLONIAL INVEST- 
MENTS. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has any information as to the 
practical effect of the imposition of the 
double income tax in causing capital to 
be withdrawn from the Colonies con- 
cerned and invested elsewhere ; and, if 
not, whether he would, in co-operation 
with the Colonial Office, by circular or 
otherwise, obtain authoritative particu- 
lars from the various Colonial Govern- 
ments on this important point! 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I have no information as to the 
effect of a Colonial income tax on the 
investment of British capital in Colonies 
where it exists, and I think it would be 
impossible to obtain any particulars from 
which a trustworthy conclusion could be 
drawn. 
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RAILWAY RATES. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the Board of Trade 
exercises any supervision over the rate- 
books of the railway companies, with 
the view of verifying the fact that their 
rates are not in excess of the charges 
authorised in the schedules of the various 
Charges Confirmation Acts; and what, 
if any, steps it is in the power of the 
Board of Trade to take in cases where 
charges in excess of those authorised by 
the Acts appearing in the rate-books of 
railway companies are brought to its 
notice? 


Tne PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: No, Sir; the Board of Trade 
have no jurisdiction over the rate-books 
of railway companies. Section 10 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, con- 
fers on the Railway and Canal Commis- 
sioners jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine any question or dispute as to the 
legality of any rate charged or sought to 
be charged for the conveyance of mer- 
chandise. This, so far as I am aware, 
is the only appropriate procedure which 
can be followed in regard to the matter 
referred to in the honourable Member’s 
Question. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Has the 
right honourable Gentleman reason 
to believe that traders are satisfied 
with the present state of the law? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: I have received various com- 
plaints through the medium of my 
honourable Friend to the effect that they 
are not satisfied. I have stated what the 
law is, 


SHOP BENEFIT AND SLATE CLUBS. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
Berwickshire, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he is about to appoint a Com- 


mittee to inquire into shop benefit | 


clubs ; and, if so, whether he will consent 
to inquire into the working of slate 
clubs? 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: The in- 
quiry which I suggested was into the 
alleged grievances of the friendly 
societies against certain employers for 
compelling their workmen to leave those 
societies and join clubs established 
by the employers. I imagine the terms 
of reference would cover the case of slate 
clubs so far as similar grievances have 
arisen in connection with them. 


DISTURBANCES IN BELFAST. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that for some 
weeks Donegal Road and the surround- 
ing streets in the city of Belfast have 
been frequently paraded by disorderly 
crowds who inflict injury on property, 
and stone the police when interfered 
with; that, on the 29th of June, Con- 
stable Perrott, in the course of evidence 
given in court, stated that at present it 
was almost impossible for a policeman 
to do duty in that locality ; and whether 
the Executive propose to take any steps 
to insist on the maintenance of order in 
this district of Belfast? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that the facts are generally as 
stated in the first paragraph, except 
with regard to the stoning of the police 
The damage done to property consisted 
of the breaking of a few windows. The 
| police patrol in the locality has been 
}augmented, and the condition of affairs 
lin the district has improved. 


Mr. DILLON: Did the constable 
make the statement mentioned if the 
Question ? 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
he did, but I do not think it was well 
| founded. 





Sir J. HASLETT (Belfast, N.): Is the 
right honourable Gentleman aware that 
|this is one of the leading thoroughfares 
of the city, and is usually a most peace- 
able district ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
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VOLUNTARY EDUCATION AT OXFORD. 

Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
he is aware that the Education Depart- 
ment is breaking up the Voluntary system 
in the city of Oxford, by the arbitrary 
re-arrangement of districts, and by the 
suggestion (in a letter from the Depart- 
ment to the Oxford School Board of 2nd 
July) of arbitrary standards of computing 
accommodation, so as to prevent the 
existing schools providing for the number 


of children hitherto recognised by the late | 


inspector and by the Department itself ; 
whether there is any intention of treating 
the accommodation 
and enlarged on the basis of 
eight square feet per child, as 
were constructed upon the 10 square feet 


basis recently adopted by the Depart- | 
ment, and declared to have no retrospec- | 


tive application; and whether, in view 
of the widespread dissatisfaction caused | 


by the action of Her Majesty’s inspector, | 


the Department will reconsider its re 
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indication to the House of the result of 
the inquiries before any definite action 
is taken? 


Str J, GORST: Yes; if any honour- 
able Member will ask a Question in the 
course of a day or two. 


CAMILLA NICHOLLS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether Camilla Nicholls, who on 
the 2nd May last at the Central Criminal 
Court was convicted of the manslaughter 
of her servant, Emily Jane Popejoy, and 
sentenced to seven years’ penal servi- 
tude, has been removed from Wormwood 
| Scrubbs Prison to Aylesbury Prison ; and, 
if so, when? 





| Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror Tue 
|HOME DEPARTMENT: This prisoner 


vas removed to Aylesbury on the 13th 
” | May. 


fusal to grant the special inquiry provided | 


in the Education Act for such cases, and | 
respectfully requested both by the Oxford 
School Board and by the Church school 
managers assembled to consider the | 
subject ? 

Sir J. GORST: I cannot admit that 
the Education Department are taking the 
action described in the first paragraph of 
the Question. 
contained no suggestion of arbitrary 
standards of computing accommodation 
The answer to the second paragraph is 
in the negative. 


eases. The Department have already 
carefully inquired, and are still inquiring 
into the whole case. 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity): Will further inquiry be made at 
Oxford? 


Sir J, GORST: 
were making inquiries. 


Mr. J. G. TALBOT: On the spot? 
Sir J, GORST: Yes, 


Lorp CRANBORNE (Rochester): Will 


The letter of the 2nd July | 


No special inquiry is | 
provided in the Education Acts for such 


, | 
I said the Department | 


; COLLIERY CHECK-WEIGHERS AND 
|  WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 
CoLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate, in the event of a check-weigher at a 
colliery being injured while in the course 
\of his employment, from whom would he 
claim compensation, seeing he is an em- 
| ployee of the men and not of the colliery 





.}owner! 


Tus LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Mcrray, Buteshire): I fear I must decline 
| to my honourable Friend a legal 


give 


, Opinion upon a hypothetical case in reply 


If the case 
must be 


to a Question in this House. 
arises in practice the point 
settled in the law courts. 


KILLED BY CYCLISTS 


| Mr. HOWARD (Middlesex, Totten- 
|ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 


| attention has been called to the case of the 
| two cyclists who ran into and killed a man 
i in Tottenham, afterwards making off, and 





the right honourable Gentleman give an | ‘against whom a verdict of manslaughter 


| 
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has been found by the coroner’s jury ; 
and whether he will issue a reward for 
their apprehension? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have had a 
report of this case, but it would be against 
the long-established practice of the Home 
Office to offer a reward, and I see no suffi- 
cient reason in the present instance for 
departing from it. 


‘ 
‘ 


CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES BY RAIL. 

Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can now state what progress has been 
made by the principal railway companies 
of the United Kingdom in endeavouring 
to provide proper facilities for the con- 
veyance by rail of bicycles, for the re- 
duction of the rates charged for their 
conveyance, and for setting apart at the 
larger stations places where they may be 
left without risk of injury? - 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: No, Sir; I am not able to make 
any statement on the subject. I have 
reason to believe that the matter is re- 
receiving the earnest attention of the rail- 
way companies, who are doing their best 
to deal with a very difficult problem. 


COUNTERVAILING DUTIES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
it is intended by the Government to im- 
pose a countervailing duty on all agri- 
cultural produce assisted with bounties 
imported into Great Britain and Ireland? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I am not aware of any 
such intention, but the honourable Mem- 
ber should address himself to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. 


TRIAL OF DR. COLLINS, 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: 1 beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General, with reference to the 
recent trial of Dr. Collins at the Central 
Criminal Court on an indictment for wil- 
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ful murder, when the Attorney Generas. 
who prosecuted for the Crown, while 
presenting the death as due to a 
felonious act done by the prisoner, in- 
vited the jury to return a verdict of 
manslaughter only, and they accordingly 
did so; and whether, with a view to 
regularise such verdicts, he will consider 
the propriety of introducing an amend- 
ing Bill, so that a person who, without 
an intention to injure, kills another by 
a felonious act not likely in itself to 
cause death or grievous bodily harm, may 
be regularly convicted of manslaughter 
and not of murder! 


Tuz ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): I do not think 
there is any necessity for an amending 
Bill. The law, as he endeavoured to 
express it, has been laid down more than 
once by distinguished judges in charg- 
ing juries. 


PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE VOTE. 

Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when it is intended to take the 
Vote for the Privy Council Office; and 
whether he will undertake that an oppor 
tunity to discuss that Vote will be 
given? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am afraid I cannot fix any date 
for the discussion of the Vote, nor do I 
imagine it one of those Votes on which 
discussion is most required. 


Mr. T. BAYLEY: Then there will be 


no chance of discussing this Vote? 


‘Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I cannot say that, but there are 
other Votes which must have pretedence. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): TI 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if the Government will take an 
early opportunity to consider the Report 
of the Committee on Old Age Pensions, 
and make a statement during this Ses- 
sion as to what steps they propose to 
take to introduce such a system? 
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The following Question was also on 
the Paper :— 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has considered the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Old Age Pensions, and espe- 
cially the statement in that Report that 
the Committee found themselves pre- 
cluded by the terms of the reference 
from considering and reporting on 
several of the groups of schemes for pro- 
viding old age pensions ; and what course 
the Government propose to take in 
further dealing with this question! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tun TREA- 
SURY: I really do not think I can add 
anything to the answer I gave in the 
House to a precisely similar question 
two days ago. 


Mr. WARNER: Is there any chance 
of the country having some idea of the 
Government proposals before next 
Session ! 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: That is merely repeating the 
Question in another form. 


WEST INDIAN SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE. 

Sir C. DILKE: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Northampton, I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury on what day the Colonial Loans 
Bill will be introduced; and when the 
Supplementary Estimate for the West 
Indies will be in the hands of Members? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I will answer the first part of 
the Question later. As to the second, 
I understand that the Supplementary 
Estimate for the West Indies will be in 
the hands of Members in the course of 
next week. I cannot as yet fix a day for 
its discussion. 


METROPOLITAN GAS CHARGES. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
it is proposed to constitute the Select 
Commiitee on the subject of the prices 








of gas charged by the various gas com- 
panies in the Metropolis, ordered by 
Resolution of this House on the 22nd 
June last? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY: I understand that the Com- 
mittee has not yet been appointed, but 
arrangements are being made for its 
early appointment. 


WELSH COAL DISPUTE. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil\: 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade a Question of which I have 
given him private notice—namely,. 
whether he has received any communica- 
tion from Sir Edward Fry with respe:t 
to the South Wales coal dispute ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tuz BOARD or 
TRADE: Yes, Sir, I have received an 
interim Report from Sir Edward Fry to 
the same effect as is indicated in the 
communication addressed by him to the 
Workmen’s Committee, and which ap- 
peared in to-day’s papers. I have also: 
received another interim Report which 
is rather long, and which I have not yet 
had time to read; but I do not, how- 
ever, gather from that Report that Sir 
Edward Fry proposes to relax his efforts 
or that he despairs of his interventiom 
having useful results. I may point out 
that if, by the efforts of the conciliator, 
misunderstandings which keep the 
parties apart are removed and they are 
brought together to discuss between 
themselves a basis of settlement, a great 
step will have taken place in the dirac- 
tion of peace. 





FORTHCOMING BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets; 
Poplar): Can the Leader of the House 
now say when the Colonial Loans Bill 
will be taken? 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: The Colonial Loans Bill wilk 
be introduced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to-morrow. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the right 
honourable Gentleman fix a day when 
the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill will 
be taken? 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I cannot fix a day. 
I will, however, be in a position to- 
morrow to state definitely what will be 
taken in the early part of next week. I 
am unwilling to make pledges as to days 
beyond that. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: With reference to 
the Motion on the Paper for the suspen- 
sion of the Twelve o’clock Rule, may I 
ask when the Irish Local Government 
Bill will be taken again, assuming that 
owing to action extraneous to that of the 
Irish Members it is not finished to-night. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am reluctant to contempiate 
that it will not be finished to-night. Jn 
that unhappy event I shall have to de- 
termine whether under the very excep- 
tional circumstances it should be taken 
to-morrow or at a Saturday sitting. 


Sir W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston): 


Will the Vaccination Bill be taken early 
next week! 


M ayo 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I shall be prepared to say to- 
morrow what business will be taken in 
the early part of next week. 


EVICTIONS IN COUNTY TYRONE. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the action of Thomas Smith, bog 
agent, and Robert Corrigan, estate bailiff, 
in forcibly evicting Emily Jefferson in 
the county of Tyrone without legal war- 
rant,and to the language used by County 
Court Judge Brady at the last Omagh 
quarter sessions, in commenting upon 
their proceedings; and whether he will 
order a prosecution against Smith and 
Corrigan? 
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Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arxiyson, Londonderry, 
N.):Emily Jefferson was the daughter of 
the caretaker of the dispensary at Car- 
rickmore. After her mother’s death, 
about two years ago, she persisted im 
retaining possession of a room in which 
she kept her furniture without any right 
to do so. She did not reside in the 
house for the last twelve months, but 
visited it occasionally. Smith and Corri- 
gan, by the direction of the agent of the 
landlord, Sir John Stuart, broke the door 
and removed the furniture, for which 
Emily Jefferson sued the landlord for 
forcible entry into the house in which she 
was herself a trespasser, and claimed 
£10 damages. She awarded tem 
shillings by the county court judge. 


Grand Jury. 


was 


MAYO GRAND JURY. 

Mr. DILLON: I wish to put a Ques- 
tion to the Attorney General for Ireland. 
Is he aware that among the Mayo grand 
jurors sworn in the day before yesterday 
was Mr. Vesey Stoney, who was dis- 
missed from the magistraey and the 
Deputy-Lieatenancy and the council of 
management cf for con- 
duct held to be disgraceful by the 
Executive ; is he also aware that on the 
same grand jury there are four members 
of the bench of magistrates who met 
before to receive information against @ 
prisoner, whose case was to come before 
the grand jury ; and will the Government: 
take steps to put an end to this scan- 
dalous state of things? : 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware of 
the circumstances referred to, and, even 
if the facts be accurately stated, the 
Executive have no control ,in matters of 
this kind. 

Mr. DILLON: Am I to understand 
that there is no remedy to prevent a mam 
like Vesey Stoney being sworn on & 
grand jury? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


local sche vols 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Mr. RYDER, introduced by Mr. Akers- 
Douglas (Kent, St. Augustine’s) and Mr. 
W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster), 
took the oath and his seat for Graves- 
end, in the room of Colonel Palmer, who 
since his election has accepted the Chil- 


tern Hundreds. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, W.) 
Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Mance’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | 


Bartley, G. C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


Beach, Rt\HmSirM. Hi (Brist’l) | 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Betheil, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigweod, James 

Birrell, Augustine 
Blundeil, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 


Brown, Alexander H. 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) | 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh.) | 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. ‘V. 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Heury 
Chelsea, Viscount 

. Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 


{COMMONS} 


Tus 


E.) moved 








The House divided :—Ayes 
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 
(EXEMPTION FROM STANDING 


ORDER). 


FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Manchester, 


“ That the proceedings on the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Bill, if under discussion at 12 
o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order, ‘Sittings of the House.’ ” 


929. 


am ’ 


Noes 


101.—{Division List No. 217.) 


AYES. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Aifred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, RtHnG.N.(Lancs,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Col. Philip H. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, H. D. (Chatham) 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John FE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Elliot; Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Manc.) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, Williara Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 





Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hon.G.J.(StG@’g’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt, Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sit Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomzis Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hon. A. S. (Staffs) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Houston, B.. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. C. 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lafone, Alfred 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. £. H._ 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
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Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
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Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newark, Viscount 


| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’)) | 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
MacDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qu's C.) 
Maclure, Sir John W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 
McCalmont, Mj.-Gn.(Ant’m,N) 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, S.) 
McKillop, James 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Manners, Lord E. W. J. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Mollov, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert P. 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon.F’. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 
Morton, A. F. A. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


(Deptford) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Bavley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John T. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
3urt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, \I. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O'Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartl'p’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert D. 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandvs, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, Colonel E. J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Mary’bone, W.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 


NOES. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, T. C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. 
Holburn, J. G. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirv. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
MeArthur, W. (Cornwall) 
McKenna, Reginald 
McLaren, Charles B. 


OAR «ik 


_ Maddison, Fred. 
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{ Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) ’ 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Wat!rond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Maden, John Henry 
Mappin, Sir F. Thorpe 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward. Hare 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon P. J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
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Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) | 
Wallace, R. (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Local Government 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


The House resumed consideration 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Bill, 
as amended in Committee. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 28, line 13, to leave out clause 45.”— 
(Mr. McKenna.) 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): | 
rise to move the omission of clause 46. 
It contains within it principles of vital 
importance to the local taxation of Ire- 
land. 
total and what is to be paid out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the Irish local taxa- 


{COMMONS} 
| Warner, Thomas C. T. { 


Wayman, Thomas 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
| Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilsor, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid 
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Wilson, John (Govan) 
| Woodall, William 
| Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd' rsi'ld) 
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| 

| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 

| Mr. Kearley and Mr. Pirie. 
) 


| large towns in Ireland, where an extended 
franchise already exists, and where, as a 
| matter of fact, it has not been found that 


extravagance has ensued in consequence 
of an extension of the franchise. But 
the right honourable Gentleman holds 
that view, and he is not satisfied that 


| the fact that tenant occupiers would have 
| to pay half the rate would be a sufficient 


In the Bill as it now stands the | 


tion is fully secured, and therefore any | 


Amendment which may be moved will 
not affect the total grant in aid of Irish 
local taxation. 

to consider contains two principles. T 
first is the alteration of the system of 
raising the local taxes, and the second 
is the gift to Irish landlords of their 
existing contribution to the poor rate, 
amounting, I believe, roughly, to about 
£400,000 a year. Now Mr. Speaker, I 
think the House is already fully aware 
of the reasons which the right honour- 


he 


The clause we have now | 


able Gentleman gives for the first prin- | 


ciple contained in this clause. Under 
the existing system of local taxation the 


poor rate is divided between the landlord | 


and the occupier. The right honourable 
Gentleman thinks, rightly or wrongly, 
that inasmuch as the control of local 
taxation will come into the hands of the 
occupiers, who form the great majority 
of voters, it is desirable to put the 
whole of the burden of local expeuditure 
upon them. 
contained in this Amendment. I do not 
think it necessary to discuss that part 
of the clause at length. I will only 
point out that the safeguard which has 
been given by relieving landlords of all 


ture with regard to the poor rate is 
a safeguard which is not considered 
necessary at the present time in Scot- 
land; nor, as a matter of fact, is it con- 
sidered necessary or desirable in certain 


That is the first principle | 


inducement to exercise control over 
extravagance. The honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo has a very important 
Amendment on the paper with regard to 
the question of the urban districis, and 
I do not wish to anticipate anything he 
has to say on the subject. But there 
is a certain factor involved in this clause, 
a factor which has nothing to do with 
the general principle cf local taxation in 
Ireland. That factor is the direct gift 
to the landlords of their present contribu- 
tion to the poor rates of a sum amount- 
ing to about £400,000 a year, which, 
capitalised at 24 per cent. is equal to 
something like £16,000,000. This ques- 
tion was really raised in Committee. Had 
it been answered in Committee I do not 
know that I for one would wish _ to 
trouble the House again by touching 
upon the matter. But the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland considered himself justi- 
fied, as he expressed it, in treating the 
Amendments dealing with this point with 
the contempt they deserved; and as 
we have hitherto failed to receive any 
reason from him as to why he makes 
this gift to the Irish landlords I for one 
feel it my duty to press him for an in- 
telligible reason why, over and above this 
alteration of the general system of Irish 
taxation, he feels it incumbent on him 
to give a grant of £400,000 a year to 
the Irish landlords. It is quite obvious 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
may feel that any explanation he may 


| vive might be used hereafter at elections. 
liability for future increase of expendi- | 


| torate. 


He may feel that he cannot give any 
intelligible reason to the English elec- 
But I appeal to him as to 
whether that is a sufficient reason for 
refusing to satisfy us on this side of the 
House in a most legitimate inquiry as 
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to why he makes away with such an 
enormous sum as £16,000,000 sterlinz 
to a particular class in Ireland—a class 
which is not so out-and-out necessitous 
as to deserve special consideration on 
the part of this House. We cannot 
dwell too strongly on the absurdity of 
burdening the taxpayers of this country 
on behalf of the Irish landlords. It 
is not that I have any particular 
grievance against the Irish landlords. I 
have no doubt that they, as a body, are 
like any other class of men you like to 
select. But why the poorer classes of 
this country, who we know have to bear 
a proportion of taxation beyond their 
means, should not have existing burdens 
removed from them, instead of having 
those burdens increased by finding a 
large swi of money for a particular class 
in Ireland, it is difficult to understand. 
In the debate we recently had on the 
Trish financial relations I think one point 
was established beyond doubt, and that 


was thet as a fact the contribution from- 


Ireland was in excess of Irish means ; 
whether the money is returned in other 
ways or not is outside the question for 
the moment. That is not disputed: 
the Irish contribution 1s in excess of 
the means of the country. But the 
arguments proved this, that the contribu- 
tions of the poorer classes of the three 
Kingdoms are likewise beyond their 
means. [Ireland only contributes more 
because she has a larger proportion of 
poor members of the community. Great 
Britain, likewise, so far as her poorer 
classes are concerned, contributes beyond 
her means. If that be the case, if it 
be established beyond doubt that under 
our present system of taxation the 
poorer classes are undoubtedly over- 
burdened, is it not unreasonable beyond 
words that we should fail to give any 
relief to these poorer classes, but should 
continue the extravagant burden upon 
them. It is not a case of robbing Peter 
to pay Paul; it is robbing Lazarus to 
pay Dives. The honourable Member for 
East Mayo has declared that this provi- 
sion to pay the Irish landlords this very 
large sum is a species of blackmail. Sir, 
I can understand that Irish Members 
would be willing to pay this blackmail 
on the ground of the great advantage 
they hope to receive under this Bill, 
but are we justified in consenting to this 
corrupt bargain? Are honourable Mem- 
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bers who represent poor communities, 
who represent urban districts where the 
taxation is immensely high, in being 
parties to this corrupt bargain, under 
which an immense sum is taken away 
out of their ccntrol and handed over to 
a class which, after all, must be admitted 
to be a rich class! Sir, that part of 
the right honourable Gentleman’s clause 
is absolutely indefensible. As to that 
part we have not had one word of 
answer, and in moving the rejection of 
this clause I challenge the right honour- 
able Gentleman to state brietly, clearly, 
and in intelligible words what is the 
reason for giving £400,000 a year to the 
Irish landlords. I beg to move the 
omission of the clause. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY to tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GeraLp Batrovr, Leeds, Central) : 
The honourable Member who moved 
the rejection of this clause has 
challenged the Government to give 


a reason for relieving the burden 
of half the poor rate on _ agricul- 


tural land. The answer to that is 
simple. In the first place the finan- 
cial proposals of the clause are part of 
the arrangement made by common con- 
sent last year in every quarter of the 
House, with the exception of a section of 
the Radical Party of England and Wales. 
The honourable Member has during the 
Committee stage opposed this provision 
of the Bill. There was, however, in every 
portion of the House, including the front 
Opposition bench, a general agreement, 
and it was a reasonable thing to solve 
the problem of local government on those 
lines. I venture to appeal to the House 
as to whether, if such an argument had 
not been come to, it would have been 
even remotely possible to pass a Bill so 
complicated and so difficult ; whether it 
would not have been hopeless for us to 
attempt to pass a Local Government 
Bill through this House unless some 
financial arrangement of that kind had 
been made? But, Sir, there is nothing 
in this clause which hands over this 
money to the landlords. There is 
nothing in the clause providing that the 
landlord’s share in the agricultural grant, 
which was £300,000 and not £400,000, 
as the honourable Member supposed, 
should be handed over to the landlords. 
There was a gencral agreement on both 
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sides of the House that Ireland was 
entitled to it. Supposing it was to be 
connected with the giving of local govern- 
ment, then the grant must be permanent. 
What would be the necessary result? It 
would be that in fixing fair rents in 
agricultural districts the landlord would 
get the benefit of this grant. What is 
really done is to take the precaution that 
the landlords shall not get the benefit 
except as regards the poor rate. When 
the time comes I am perfectly ready to 
defend what is the real substance of 
clause 45—namely, the throwing of the 
burden upon the occupier, not merely 
in the country districts, but in the towns 
as well. As regards the contention that 
the landlord is to receive the benefit of 
the poor rate, he would have received it 
in any case. The landlords are to be 
relieved of the payment of half the 
poor rate, and the tenants of half the 
county cess; and as this is done for 
the purpose of solving the great and 
difficult problem of local government in 
Ireland, I do not think the Government 
ought to be blamed. 


Mr. T. SHAW (Hawick Burghs): I 
trust you will forgive me for interposing 
on the present occasion. I have done 
nothing in the course of this discussion, 
though I hold strong views on the finan- 
cial provisions, to impede the progress 
of any single clause. What I was par- 
ticularly anxious to know was what was 
the defence of clause 45 in this Bill. I 
am still in a great dilemma, for I do 
not know whether I have listened to a 
defence or not. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
to the attack upon it. 


Mr. T. SHAW: A reply has only been 
made to a speech that has been delivered. 
That may be one reason for not defend- 
ing this Bill, but as to the merits of 
the clause, we may hold that there has 
been no reasonable defence given. What 
has been said, however, has been the lay- 
ing down of three propositions. In the 
first place it is said that this is part 
of an arrangement. Now I think that 
of all things most hateful in this House 
the worst is to introduce anything in 
the nature of a personal explanation or 
defence ; and when the rigat honourable 
Gentleman talks about an arrangement 
with regard to the finance of this Bill I 
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know that he will candidly acquit me 
of being any party to that arrangement. 
When the resolution was placed before 
this House on which the money was 
obtained for the purposes of this Bill, 
I did venture, though with much reluc- 
tance, to interpose, and it is only as 
a sequel to that interposition that I 
now rise to say that I never will be a 
party to an arrangement of this kind, 
which, in substance, appears to be in 
the nature of a corrupt bargain, and 
which, in its result, will be productive of 
much social mischief, if not, indeed, 
social disorder. The right honourable 
Gentleman says that this clause does 
not propose to hand over this money to 
the landlords. Well, technically, that 
is so. No doubt it is, so that this clause 
does not propose to hand cver the 
money to the Irish landlords by its 
express terms. But what is the pro- 
vision of clause 45. It is this: that 
now and for all time the landlords shall 
be written out of the lists of ratepayers 
in Ireland, and the money that will 
enable that to be done will be money 
that will come out of the British Trea- 
sury. Under these circumstances I must 
say that it appears to me_ that the 
defence of the right honourable Gentle- 
man is a petty defence to the handing 
over of this money to provide the 
machinery under which one class alone 
shall escape payment. If that be not 
handing over money to the landlords 
directly it is certainly doing so in an 
indirect fashion. The last observation 
made on the subject to which the House 
listened was that the landlords would 
not get the benefit, except the benefit 
of the poor rate. The landlord would 
get the benefit most unquestionably 
to the full extent of the poor rate 
for all time coming. Upon the 
clause itself I hope to address a 
few observations to the House which 
will show that it is not so easily disposed 
of as might be imagined by the answer 
that has just been given. I hold that 
clause 45, supplemented as it is by clause 
90, is of no less stupendous importance to 
Ireland. It is, in a sense, quite separable 
from the other questions which have been 
discussed on previous days in these De 
bates. In the former clauses the money 
was dedicated to certain purposes, but in 
the present clause the actual relief, as 
provided by the provision of the Act, is 
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given to the landlords, by taking them be given to the landlord, but solely to 
out of the list of taxpayers in| the occupier; now it applied expressly 
Ireland. Now that is a subject|tothe poor rate. In the present instance 
upon which no person who has| what you have is a declaration twofold 
inquired, or who has ascertained the|in character: firstly, that the poor rate 
opinion of financiers, can ever have had| for all future time shall be made upon 
the slightest doubt—namely, that if you the occupier and not upon the landlord ; 
abolish in Ireland, or in Scotland, or any-| 2nd, secondly, a provision that the occu- 
where else, a system which exists under| pier shall not be entitled, as hitherto, to 
which landlord and tenant sha'l pay equal| deduct from his rent. I say that, Mr. 
shares of the local rates, you are aban-| Speaker, in a case of this kind we do 
doning a system which has been acknow-| Want something more as a defence of this 
ledged by all authorities to be the best new departure from a sound and honour- 
system of local rating in existence. In| able principle than a reference to a parti- 
Scotland we have had direct examples} cular bargain, made under circumstances 
of the incidence of taxation. The land-| which I am altogether unable to under- 
lords directly pay their half of the rates| stand. And, in regard to the grant con- 
and the tenants pay their half. Now in| ceded by the Exchequer, of this £300,000 
lreland we have the same system,)| of public money to one particular class, I 
although not direct, but in an indirect! say that until this Government came into 
fashion; and what is the result of that| power this new system of doles to parti- 
system? The result, Mr. Speaker, so far| cular sections of the community, whom 
as Scotland is concerned, is that upon); we generally suppose are friendly to the 
every proposition for the expenditure of| policy and principles of Her Majesty’s 
money for local purposes it has produced| Government, was never before adopted. 
a community of interests, of common| Mr. Speaker, the House will remember 
responsibility between landlord  and/|this analogy, which is the only one I can 
tenant, which is at the bottom of all|think of with regard to this. Like the 
sound finance in local transactions. What) student of old, in the story, the Chief 
it is proposed now to do is not to relieve | Secretary is going along the highway with 
the occupier and the landlord alike, but; money in his pocket, and he sees the 
to abandon what has hitherto been ajlandlord’s hat in front of him, and upon 
sound system of local finance in Ireland | it there is printed: “Give for the glory of 
and to substitute for it a system which is| God, for justice, and for charity.” And, 
universally condemned by the best! like the student of old, the Chief Secre- 
authorities. It has been said that there| tary stops to give, not on account of the 
is a Commission sitting upon this sub- | inscription, but because, in the adjoining 


| 
| 


ject; but, as I have said in a former} hedge, he catches sight of two cross-sticks 
speech, Commissions have sat upon this | on which rest a blunderbuss, pointing at 
subject before now, and the latest dictum} him, and controlled by the owner of the 
of Commissions is only as far back as| hat. This grant is not being made out 
1897, when the First Lord cf the Admi-|of charity or justice, but because of the 
ralty gave to the world his view, which is} landlord’s gun. I have spoken of the 
now before the country—namely, that) fnance—the unsound finance—undery this 
the best and ideal system of taxation was) Bill, but I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, 
where landlord and tenant were assessed | about something far more important than 
equally for all local purposes. But, Mr. | the money grant, and that is, what is the 
Speaker, this clause has a still further! future of Ireland, in regard to a matter 
defect, and it is this: we have had legis: | of the greatest importance—namely, the 
lation in the line of this Bill already. Ir |inereasing of her expenditure? The 
Ireland, as I said before, you have anj result of buying out the landlord, and 
indirect system of taxation, in Scotland) removing his name from the list of rate 
you have it direct; but what happened! payers, is that all the increase of expen- 
in the case of Scotland when you were) diture will fall upon the shoulders of 
dealing with the agricultural grant for| those who are least able to bear it in 
Scotland! What happened then was}many parts of Ireland—namely, the 
this: it was expres:ly set out in the B'll/tenantry, and the tenantry alone. The 
that no part of the rclief granted should| expenditure will be increased by the 
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extravagant methods of those who will 
have the control cf the arrangements. 
Mr. Speaker, as these things develop, and 
as modern ideas progress, the cost of 
administering local affairs incessantly 
and regularly incieases, because the expen- 
diture on public health, upon roads, and 
the like, under public management 
increases from year to year. Under these 
circumstances, I do say to my friends 
from Ireland that it is a very strange 
:state of affairs that there should be any 
bargain made under which they have to 
assent that for all time this increase of 
expenditure will not fall as before—half 
on the landlord and half on the tenant— 
hut will fall solely upon the tenantry of 
their own country. But it is not merely 
this, but the tenants will have to bear the 
cost of the progress of modern ideas, con- 
‘solidations, and increases of expenditure 
wnder the Bill. If I mistake not, even 
the allowances in respect of exceptional 
distress are placed upon the poor rate. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do say that it is an 
extraordinary fact that we have the Irish 
representatives placed in such a position 
that they are compelled to acquiesce in 
a situation of this character, that the 
tenantry of their country shall alone, for 
all future time, bear the burden of the 
increase of expenditure, consequent upon 
modern progress, augmented by the arti- 
fices of the Bill, and consequent upon the 
passing of this Bill. Mr. Speaker, this 
as a situation which is not only unsound 
finance, but it is unsound to the point of 
cruelty. It is a serious outlook for Ire- 
{and, from a social point of view, because 
{ can conceive nothing worse for Ireland 
than that you should tear asunder, by 
this clause, that community of interests 
and responsibility in local expenditure 
which is the best security for the abate- 
ment of discontent ; and property is not to 
bear this burden, but it may be set up 
as an excellent defence of property not 
bearing a portion of the expenditure that 
it does not share in the benefits conferred 
under the Bill. But what do we know 
in point of fact? Will any honourable 
‘Gentleman on that side of the House get 
up and say that the expenditure under 
this Bill will not enormously increase the 
value of property? There will be betier 
roads, better provision for sanitation, and 
every one of these things adds to the 
value of the property. Therefore what you 
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have, as a direct result of this policy, is 
that on one class of shoulders you place 
the burden of the expenditure, and 
another class will reap the permanent 
benefit of that expenditure. I would say, 
in conclusion, that no one knows the ditt- 
culty I have in severing myself from cer- 
tain Members of this House, with whom 
I have always acted; but the House will 
excuse me if I say that I cannot get 
beyond my sincere conviction that the 
future of Ireland is not to be helped, but, 
on the contrary, it will have been made 
somewhat worse and more distressful by 
the operation of this clause. And to my 
friends from Ireland I would say these 
concluding words: are the terms of this 
bargain so hard and so cruel that you 
must do this great wrong, and place this 
great blot upon your country! 


Sir W. LAWSON = (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth): The right honourable 
Gentleman has said something about an 
arrangement having been made. Well, I 
can assure him that I have not made any 
arrangement with anybody, and I do not 
know when or where this arrangement 
was made, but I do think that something 
ought to be said about this clause, be- 
cause it seems to me to be the pivot of 
the whole thing. The Chief Secretary 
himself has admitted that, for he said that 
this financial part of the Bill was bound 
up in the whole policy of the Measure. 
Well, it does seem to me to be a very 
unsound financial policy. Two years ago 
I remember, under the leadership of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire, I sat up the 
whole of the night marching through the 
Division Lobby to oppose this very prin- 
ciple being applied to English landlords, 
and I have yet to find out that Irish land- 
lords are any better than English land- 
lords, or any more deserving of public 
money being given to them in this way. 
This is exactly the same proposal which 
we fought against in the English Bill, 
and I hope the right honourable Gentle- 
man will get up, and be as vigorous 
against this as he was against the pro- 
posal made on behalf of the Eng- 
lish landlords. Surely we have a 
right to protest against this pclicy. 
The Irish Secretary last night, or 
the night before, seemed to think 
that we were rather unfair in pro- 
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testing, but really he ought to be a little 
tender towards us; if he is mighty, let 
him be merciful. So long as he has his 
big majority behind him, we cannot 
expect to defeat his policy, and all we 
can do is to protest in this way. I dare 
say he will tell us as a judge once said 
to a prisoner who protested his inno- 
cence prior to being sentenced to death— 
“protest, and be hanged.” With regard 
to the policy there is one thing good in 
it, and only one. It is over and above 
board, because none of the parties to the 
agreement make any secret about it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Hear, hear! 


Sir W. LAWSON: My _ honourable 
Friend says “Hear, hear!” They made 
this agreement, and they make no secret 
about it—it is signed, sealed, and 
delivered. Who are the parties to this 
asreement! Well, first of all, there is 
the Government, and on the other hand, 
une Irish Party, and these two have 
agreed together—what to do!—to give 
a certain sum of money to the Irish 
landlords. Why! Not because they are 
particularly poor, not because they are 
particularly good, not because they are 
particularly sensible, not because they 
are particularly serviceable to the State! 
I know of no reason why they should 
agree to give this money to the Irish 
landlords—except one—it is to induce 
the landlords and their representatives 
in this House to pass the Bill which we 
are now discussing. It is a very strange 
contract. I wonder if honourable 
Gentlemen on the other side would get 
up to defend that policy. Either this 
Bill is good, or it is bad. If it is good, 
they ought to pass it; but if it is bad, 
it would be a miserable thing to be 
bought. The other day I saw in the 
newspapers a case in the north of Eng- 
land where a bench of licensing macis- 
trates said that they would give a licence 
to a certain anvlicant if he gave £1,000 
to a local charity. The matter was 
brought before a superior court, and it 
was held that the magistrates in so doing 
were wrong; but that was not so bad as 
the landlords taking money to pass the 
Bill through this House. But there are 
three parties involved in this; there are 
those who receive the money—the land- 
lords—they are receiving it just the same 
as the newspapers received it from Mr. 
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Hooley, and if they are willing to take 
£300,000 a year to grant local self- 
government to Ireland, how much will 
they charge for Home Rule? I am very 
glad to see the gallant Colonel [Colonel 
Saunderson| taking a note; perhaps we 
will hear from him the price. Then 
there will be another agreement—an 
agreement with the Irish Secretary, who 
is to pay it over to the Tory Party and 
their friends in Ireland. Then there is 
a third party—those who have to provide 
the money. That is a touch for the 
United Kingdom. Who is the money 
got from? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: From us. 


Sir W. LAWSON: I quite admit that 
some of it comes from Ireland, but, taken 
in a lump, it comes from the whole 
countries. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No. 


- Sr W. LAWSON: Oh! but yes. I 
hope there is no harm, being the repre- 
sentative of the people in my constitu- 
ency, in speaking on the part of the poor 
taxpayer, who is very hard pressed in- 
deed. It seems to me that the Govern- 
ment are prepared to spend money when- 
ever they get the chance, but still I 
think if the case was properly put before 
the electors they would object to this 
proceeding. Now, look here. Supposing 
at the last election any candidate in 
making a speech, had said, “I am in 
favour of a liberal expenditure of money 
on the Army and Navy,” that would be 
all right; “I am in favour of a large 
sum being spent on education,” that 
would have gone down; but would any- 
body believe that a candidate would be 
returned if he said, “I am going to_vote 
for £300,000 of public money for the 
Trish landlords.” I do not believe any 
man would be returned who said such a 
thing. My honourable Friend on my 
left [Mr. T. M. Healy] said he had heard 
no argument against this proposal; all 
I can say is that I have heard no argu- 
ment for it. When this policy is put for- 
ward everybody sees what it is, but I 
think it would be better in dealing with 
public money to be influenced bv 
morality rather than scattering it about. 
But I say, if we are going on in this way, 
if we are going to give public money to 
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anybody who can scramble for it, that 
is Tammany. I would like, before con- 
cluding, to say a few words to my Irish 
Friends. I saw that they had a great 
meeting the other day about the finan- 
cial relations between Ireland and Eng- 
land, with Lord Castletown in the chair. 
who, after referring to the proposed 
Anglo-American league, said— 


“We are going to have a Pan-Celtic league.” 


I do not know what the Anglo-American 
league is, but I do know what the Pan- 
Celtic league is. Lord Castletown said 
that this Pan-Celtic league is to unite 
Parnellites, anti-Parnellites, Unionists, 
and every other kind of Irishman in 
making a demand for more money and 
less taxes. I object to being robbed by 
this league, and also to the poor Irish 
being robbed in order to pay these land- 
lords, who “toil not, neither do they 
spin.” I would very respectfully give 
advice to my Irish Friends on this 
matter—I am an old friend of theirs, and 
may give them a little advice. I am 
one of a very few Members in this House 
who voted for Mr. Butt’s Home Rule 
Resolution ; I am no fair-weather Home 
Ruler, and whatever the Irish Members 
do on this occasion, I will still vote for 
fAlome Rule, because I will be voting for 


justice, and I do justice even to 
Irishmen. They know that the only 
people in this country who are 
in favour of Home Rule are the 


democracy, and it would be very diffi- 
cult to get them to continue to support 
flome Rule if the Irish Members go on 
as they are doing. The democracy wil! 
say— 


“If this thing means the emptying of our 
pockets, we won't have it.” 


[ do ask the Irish Members to refrain 
from voting to pay this money, not to 
the poor, not to the rich, but to the land- 
lords. At all events, our duty is clear; 
it is on every opportunity to uphold the 
rights of the people, and in upholding 
them on this occasion and in this way, 
it will in my humble opinion save us 
from physical corruption. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): Mr. Speaker, Sir, the honourable 
Baronet who has just sat down 
asked a question which I shall 
answer in a very few words. Before, how- 
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ever, I go on, I want to point out to 
honourable Members for Ireland what the 
Radical Party’s idea of justice to Ireland 
means. It means to give Ireland any- 
thing she asks for that does not cost 
British money. The honourable Baronet 
said he was quite willing to give a Home 
Rule Government, and let them go over 
and fight to their heart’s content, but 
there was one thing he was not prepared 
to do, and that was he was not prepared 
to put his hand in his pocket, and let 
the same justice be done to Ireland 
as was done to England, Scotland, and 
Wales. That is a view of justice that 
may satisfy the Radical Party, but it 1s 
not very general in this House, and it 
does not satisfy Irish Members, no matter 
to which Party they belong. It has been 
said, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man repeated it, that a bargain has been 
made. I never heard a word about a 
bargain. The Chief Secretary never used 
the word bargain. [Cries of “ Agree- 
ment!”] An agreement is in the nature 
of a bargain, “Arrangement” was the 
word my right honourable Friend used— 
the word “arrangement,” not “agree 
ment” or “bond.” I venture to say, Sir, 
that if my right honourable Friend had 
brought in a Local Government Bill for 
Ireland without giving a similar grant to 
Ireland as was done to England, Scotland, 
and Wales, he would have found his Bill 
opposed by honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
Even if they do get the money 
provided by this Bill, a great injustice 
will be inflicted on Ireland, because for 
two years you will have withheld what 
you have given to the rest of the King- 
dom. The view of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Hawick is that we ought to have 
had this Local Government Bill, but no 
grant with it. Then he drew a picture 
which I was very glad to listen to, of 
Irish landlords in a new 
Irish landlord being at the end of a 
blunderbuss ; but it was the wrong end 
of a blunderbuss, and I cannot say it 
requires the imagination of a Scotchman 
to see an Irish landlord at the other 
end of the weapon. But I do not think, 
Sir, that that illustration illustrates the 
position we assume on this question. We 
support this Bill as it stands, and I 
acknowledge freely in the House that if 
this Bill had been unaccompanied by 4 
grant such as has been given to the rest 
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of the country, I should have opposed it, 
and, I believe, every Irish Member would 
have opposed it, and I think we should 
have been justified in so doing. The 
honourable Baronet talks about Ireland 
being a poor country, and he asks what 
bribe we would accept to consent to a 
Home Rule Bill. Allow me to remind the 
honourable Baronet that Mr. Gladstone 
offered us a bribe of fifty millions, and 
as much more as was necessary to buy 
the landlords out—to induce us to accept 
Home Rule, and we refused it with scorn. 
I can say certainly—and I think I can 
speak certainly for every man in Ireland 
who holds my views—there is no con- 
ceivable bribe will ever induce us to give 
up what we prefer—what money cannot 
buy—union with this country. We have 
accepted this Bill, and we have tried to 
do the best we can with it, and although I 
for my part imagine there may be some 
danger attending it, still I believe ulti- 
mately, and I have believed all along— 
if I did not believe it, I would have 
opposed the Bill—I believe this Bill will 
prove a success. It has been said by the 
right honourable Gentleman repeatedly 
that this money has been given to the 
landlords. Surely the ratepayers get 
more than half, and the ratepayers in Ire 
land are not so rich that they do not 
value very much the prospects that this 
Bill holds out to them. According to the 
right honourable Member for Hawick, 
rates and expenses will very much 
If they do, it will be the busi- 
ness of the ratepayers. They will have 
the power to keep down expenses in the 
future. They will elect men to do the 
work, and, if expenditure grows and 
assumes an alarming aspect, it will be 
the fauit of the people for electing the 
Wrong men to carry out the work. I[ 
look upon this grant as tardy justice, and 
only common fair play, and I cannot 
conceive how a Radical Member can per- 
suade himself it would have been grossly 
unjust to England to give to Ireland 
local government, and at the same time 
to give what you give to the rest 


of the Empire. 





increase. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): The honourable Gentleman who 
has just sat down has stated, as I under- 
stood him, that this Bill does not give 
inoney to the Irish landlord. 
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CotoneL SAUNDERSON : I never said 
anything of the kind. 


Mr. LAMBERT: We shall give him 
an opportunity in a few moments to 
transfer the whole of it to the tenants, 
and then we shall hear what he has to 
say. The Chief Secretary in his speech 
said an arrangement had been come to 
in this House last May as to the disposal 
of this money, and I should like to know 
on what grounds he has based this asser- 
tion. I have challenged it before, and 
we have never had a lengthy Debate of 
these financial proposals as we have had 
from the right honourable Gentleman 
to-day, and he has had his reply from 
the Front Bench. As an example of the 
union on the Opposition side of the 
House with reference to those financial 
proposals, the right honourable Gentle- 
man has heard the views of the honour- 
able Member for Hawick Burghs, who 
sits on the Front Opposition Bench. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Has the 
right honourable Member for the Hawick 
Burghs spoken for the Front Bench? 


Mr. LAMBERT: I always consider 
that our Front Bench is very much more 
united than the bench opposite. They 
concur at least in one thing; they read 
one another’s speeches. Mr. Speaker, will 
the right honourable Gentleman allow me 
to say that the Leader of the Opposition 
himself has denounced this—it is in reply 
to the honourable and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for North Armagh—as hush 
money, to bribe the Irish landlords te 
keep silence. Could any man condemn 1 
thing more than the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition himself! He has denounced it, and 
I have a higher opinion of the Leader 
of the Opposition than to think he would 
denounce a proposal which he was not 
prepared to vote against. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, as to this general arrangement 
that was made. I presume the right 
honourable Gentleman refers to the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for Stirling Burghs, 
What did he say upon this matter? He 
said— 


“ Of course, the success of the proposals of 
the right honourable Gentleman ’— 
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—that was the announcement of the 
conferment of local government on Ire- 
land— 


“as my honourable Friend the Member for 
Mayo pointed out, depends largely—in fact, 
almost entirely, upon the nature of the measure 
of local government to be granted to Ireland. 
We must all suspend our judgment upon the 
whole proposal until we know what is to be the 
character and the extent of the reform.” 


He, the right honourable Gentleman, said 
we must suspend our judgment until we 
know exactly what is the character of the 
Report; and then the right honourable 
Gentleman quotes this as being a sample 
of a general arrangement among. all 
parties in this House as to this proposal. 
Why, Sir, we have repudiated it over and 
over again, and we shall continue to 
repudiate it; and I challenge the right 
honourable Gentleman to come down here 
and make an arrangement in this House 
in which we, as British taxpayers, in 
common with the Irish taxpayers, have to 
pav ultimately to the Irish landlords 19 
induce them to accept a measure of local 
government for Ireland. It has been 
announced that the Bill would have to go 
to another place; and what earthly 
chance is there of the landlords letting go 
their grip of place, power, and emolu- 
ment, if they were not protected by some 
such clause as this? I am not concerned 
to grease the wheels of the machinery in 
the other place. The Government have 
a 150 majority, and if they cannot pass 
legislation, surely they ought to—and 
pass it through the House of Lords. If 
this Bill is a bad Bill it ought not to be 
passed ; if it is a good Bill no one ought 
to be bribed to consent to it. That is 
the position I shall take up as long as 
it is before the House. The Chief Secre- 
tary stated explicitly that £300,000 a 
year will go to the Irish landlords direct. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: Will the 
honourable Member allow me to ask him 
whether he, as an agriculturist, accepted 
the money granted to the tenants in 


England? 


Mr. LAMBERT: Certainly, and I will 
give the honourable and gallant Member 
an opportunity to vote this money to the 
tenants in Ireland. In that event, I hope 
the honourable Gentleman will be found 
in the Lobby supporting us to do what 
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the Conservative Party said all along the 
line, two years ago, in connection with 
the Agricultural Rating Bill—that the 
money should go to the tenant and not 
to the landlord. Of course, we shall have 
an opportunity of dealing with the ques- 
tion as to whether the tenant is more 
deserving of the grant than the Irish 
landlords, but, still, Sir, I do say that 
the Chief Secretary has made out no case 
that there has been any _ general 
“arrangement” amongst the Members on 
the Opposition side of the House to vote 
away £300,000 a year of the money of 
the United Kingdom for the benefit of 
the Irish landlords, and I shall continue 
to oppose it as I have always done. 


*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8S.) : I do 
not intend to trespass more than 
three or four minutes upon the 
time of the House in stating the 


reasons why I will support this Amend- 
ment. The honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber opposite in the speech which he 
addressed to the House a short time ago, 
said that the opposition to clause 45, 
on the part of the Radical Party, was due 
to a disposition on their side not to give 
money to Ireland. If he will permit me 
to say so, I think that is not an accurate 
definition of the opposition given from 
below the Gangway. If I understand the 
position of the Radical Members, it is 
this—that they object to the grant of 


£300,000 a year out of the nockets 
of the taxpayers of Great Britain 
to the class which have been the 
dealiest enemies of Ireland’s national 
well-being. In that proposition I 
heartily join. The honourable and 


gallant Member also said that every Irish 
Member would oppose this Bill if the 
grant to the landlords was not included. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I beg the 
honourable Member’s pardon. I said if 
the grant had not been given; I did not 
mention the landlords. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I should be glad of the 
landlords in Ireland getting anything to 
which they had a just or a moral claim. 
I shall not consent either in this House 
or in Ireland to their ever getting from 
the pockets of the Irish taxpayers that 
to which they have no claim whatever. 
I listened with interest to the speech of 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland in the 
hope that he would advance some new 
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ground, or give some rational reason why 
clause 45 is retained in the Bill. He 
asserted that it was in consequence of 
some arrangement between that side of 
the House and this. May I ask him this 
question! If this Bill had been intro- 
duced without this clause 45, does he 
suppose for a moment that a single Mem- 
ber on this side of the House would insist 
upon giving this grant to the Irish land- 
lords! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member knows that no Local 


Government Bill would have been intro- 
duced at all without some such clause. 


*Mr. DAVITT: But that is evading my 
Government, 
which had been in power, of which the 


question. There was a 
right honourable Gentleman was not a 
Member, which offered to Ireland, not a 
county national 
Government, without a bribe. Sir, I have 
opposed this clause for many reasons. 
I support the Amendment because I be- 
lieve it is a just and proper Amendment. 
The clause is not needed. What is alleged 
to be the chief aim and purpose of the 
Bill? The Bill is to confer county and 
rural government on Ireland, and surely 
that act of justice and of constitutional 
right could be carried through _ this 
House without the taxpayers of these 
three countries being called upon to sub- 
sidise a certain class in Ireland for ever 
with the enormous sum of £300,000 or 
£400,000 a year. Again, I support the 
Amendment because I cannot understand 
why the landed interest of Ireland, or of 
any other country, should be exempted 
from the burden of supporting the poor 
of that country. The ownership of land 
in Ireland and in this country by 
a class was more or less acquiesced 
in by the general community, on 
the condition that the landed inte- 
rests should support the poor. It 
was an obligation on the landed in- 
terest alone, and what this Bill proposes 
te do now, by means of this clause, is to 
remove almost every vestige of that obli- 
gation from the shoulders of the landed 
classes in Ireland. I am strongly op- 
posed to that. If I could see any ground 
on which this money was to be given to 
Irish landlords, on account of their ser- 


government, but a 
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vices to the country, or of anything they 
have done to increase the fruitfulness of 
the soil, or because of the beneficent 
institutions erected by them in Ireland, 
or of any services whatever they have 
given in the whole course of their exis- 
tence to the moral, material, or intellec- 
tual advantage of the Irish people, then 
I could understand why this gift should 
be raade over to them; but it is in de 
fiance of any record of that kind on their 
part that we are asked in this House to 
vote this subsidy, which will continue for 
ever. I protest against it on the part of 
those taxpayers in Ireland who will have 
to contribute to this subsidy, as well as 
the taxpayers of Great Britain. The 
artisans, the mechanics, the poor cottiers 
in the west of Ireland, will have to con- 
tribute their share towards this annual 
subsidy, and on their behalf I again re- 
cord my protest against this dishonest 
scheme carried out by the Government, 
whereby they dip their hands into the 
pockets of the general taxpayer in order 
to reward their political partisans in 
Ireland. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen, E.) : 
I have not spoken on this matter until to- 
night, but I was hoping that I should 
hear from somebody on the other side 
why this sum of £300,000 a year should 
vo into the pockets of the Irish land- 
lords. When the honourable and gallant 
Member for North Armagh rose 1 
thought at once, “ Now I shall hear the 
real reason, or, at any rate, the supposed 
reason.” What did he do? He shirked 
the whole question. He did not touch 
the question as to whether this sum was 
to go into the pockets of the Irish land- 
lords. All he said was that, so far as the 
Liberal Party were concerned, they were 
not generous to Ireland—not prepared to 
give £300,000 a year to anybody in Ire- 
land—in which I venture to think he is 
grossly mistaken. It seems to me that 
the Radical Members have never hesi- 
tated about granting money to the poor 
in Treland. What we do object to is to 
give it to rich men, unless we can hear 
some reason why they should have it. 
I think I should try to swallow this 
clause if I were given any good reason, 
because the Bill is an extremely good 
Bill, but I have not heard any reason 
why, after the passing of this Act, the 
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landlords should be freed from this 
liability to the poor, and from the pay- 
ment of their present share of the poor 
rate in Ireland. One reason has been 
suggested, and I cannot help thinking 
that it is a disgraceful reason if it is true. 
It is that we are giving £300,000 a year 
to men who have no right to it, simply 
to make them hold their tongues, or to 
get their votes, and if we are doing that 
we are doing something which is mon- 
strously unjust and unfair, and in time 
it will revert to the disgrace of our coun- 
try. I do hope that some honourable 
Member on the other side of the House 
will, before the Division is taken, give 
us some good reason why the landlords 
should have this sum, and until that 
reason is suggested the only possible way 
in which the people of this country will 
understand the matter is that it is a 
deliberate bribe, paid to men who have 
not deserved it and ought not to get it, 
in order that they might support the Bill 
either by their vote or by their silence. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucester, Stroud): 
Before the House goes to a Division I 
should like to say a very few words as 
to why I cannot support the Amendment. 
I am sorry to say I cannot agree with 
the reason which has been given by the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. Certainly, 
for my part, [ should not support any 
proposal which appeared to be either in 
the nature of hush money, bribe, or dole, 
because an arrangement had been made 
between parties in this House on any 
question of the kind. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 
say it was a dole. 


Mr. CRIPPS: The Chief Secretary 
says he did not say it was a dole. Of 
course he did not, but honourable Mem- 
bers opposite profess to regard it as a 
dole or a bribe. Let me say a few words 
in answer to the honourable and learned 
Member who has just sat down, why I 
consider this proposal apart from all 
arrangements absolutely just and fair. 
As the honourable Baronet who has just 
spoken said, the principle in this Bill is 
precisely the same as that contained in 
the English Bill. What was the prin- 
ciple in the English Bill? It simply was 
that real property having been rated at 
about twice the burden which ought to 


Mr. Abel Thomas. 
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be thrown upon it, that injustice which 
existed undoubtedly for a long period of 
years was put right so far as agricultural 
land was concerned by the English Bill. 
It was not a question of giving one far- 
thing to anyone. It was merely a ques- 
tion of putting an end to an injustice 
which had admittedly existed for a very 
considerable time. 


Mr. 8. EVANS: Why did you limit 
it to five years! 


Mr. CRIPPS: I would not limit it to 
five years, but, whether it is limited to 
five years or not, that is the principle of 
the Bill. Let me apply the same prin- 
ciple to the present Bill. In England 
the remission was given to the rate- 
payer, who was in all cases the occupier. 
In Ireland you have the occupier and the 


landlord. I would not give a penny of 
this money to the landlord as such, 
or to the occupier as such. I 


should give it all to the raiepayver, be he 
occupier or landlord. Let us deal 
with the expression “ratepayer.” He is 
the man who is paying too much, he is 
suffering from injustice, and just as you 
relieved him in England, so you ought to 
relieve him in Ireland. That is the whole 
of this clause, and in voting with the 
Government, I wish to protest against 
the terms occupier and landlord in this 
connection. The ratepayer is the person 
to be treated justly and that is the ob 
ject of the clause. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): Mr. 
Speaker, I only wish to draw attention 
to a few statements made by the Chief 
Secretary during the Debate on this 
clause. In the first place, to do him 
credit, he never attempted to meet the 
arguments of the honourable Member for 
Monmouthshire, but he blandly and 
clearly stated that this clause must be 
in the Bill in order to secure its passage. 
That is the effect of what he stated to- 
night in his supposed reply to my honour- 
able Friend who moved the Amendment. 
I have taken down his words. He says— 


“No such Bill would pass through this 
House without some such provision.” 


And at alater stage he said that he knew 
perfectly well the Bill would not pass, 
and never would have been introduced 
but for the existence of clause 45. That 
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is an admission that the Irish landlords 
would resist every attempt to do justice 
to the Irish people, unless they got a 
consideration for withdrawing their 
opposition. That is my conclusion from 
his statement, and he cannot get away 
from his own words. I doubt whether 
the Chief Secretary saw the importance 
of his admission—an admission which I 
suppose has never before been made in 
the House of Commons by a Minister of 
the Crown—that we are passing legisla- 
tion as a result of an arrangement of a 
financial nature for the relief of the Irish 
landlords, in order to get this Bill 
through the House. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
accept the conclusion which the honour- 
able Member has drawn from my remarks. 
I stated that this Bill would not have 
been introduced without such a clause, 
and that it was in pursuance of an 
arrangement come to in different parts 
of the House last year, but I have never 
said that Ido not think that the arrange- 
iment is in itself a reasonable one. 1 
think, certainly, the arrangement is a 
reasonable one. In 1892 a Local Govern- 


ment Bill was introduced with certain 
checks and safeguards, but they 
were so unpleasing to the honour- 
able Gentlemen representing Irish 
constituencies, that it was hopeless 
to introduce a Bill of that kind 
again. It was absolutely necessary to 


introduce other safeguards, which could 
only be of a financial character, and it 
was in order to introduce those safeguards 
that we put these clauses into the Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Mr. Speaker, I 
hope the House will notice that, as the 
Chief Secretary progresses and repedts 
his explanation of this transaction, it 
grows worse and more disreputable. The 
Chief Secretary now plainly tells us that 
it was hopeless to attempt to pass just 
legislation [“‘No, no!”]—allow me to put 
my own construction on the Chief Secre- 
tary’s statement—it is evident that he 
regards it as hopeless to attempt to give 
a Measure of justice to the Irish people 
in the form of local self-government with- 
out bringing forward extraordinary finan- 
cial considerations for the purpose of 
removing opposition from a certain sec- 
tion of the [rish population. [‘‘ No, no!”] 
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We all know what that section is. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, I only rose to call the atten- 
tion of the House to these extraordinary 
admissions made here in the light of 
day that the British Parliament 
has sunk so low under the management 
of the Chief Secretary and his friends 
that it is hopeless to get justice for the 
people of Ireland without buying off oppo- 
sition at the cost of the general tax- 
payers of the country. If any town 
council in the kingdom had been gui!ty 
of such proceedings they would be sub- 
jected to inquiry at the hands of the 
Public Prosecutor, and would probably 
be proceeded against under the Con- 
spiracy Laws. We cannot mistake the 
admission made by the Chief Secretary 
to-night, and I do not know whether this 
is not an occasion when some constitu- 
tional authority should not consider the 
advisability of impeaching Her Majesty's 
Government for corrupt bargaining with 
a certain section of the community in 
order to buy off opposition. May I say 
one word with reference to the speech of 
the honourable and gallant Gentleman 
opposite! He was good enough to say 
that the Liberal party under Mr. Glad- 
stone had attempted a bribe of 50 
millions for Home Rule. I understood 
him to say that. But the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman fails to see that the 
landlords in consideration of that money 
were to hand over their land to the 
tenantry of Ireland—in other words, to 
the Irish nation. That was the bargain 
and it was not a bargain like this, to 
pay away money without any return. It 
was a definite proposal to give this money 
to the Irish landlords for the surrender of 
their rights over the land. The honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman’s statement 
was painfully misleading, and as surely as 
he did not wish it to be misleading 
he will forgive me, and perhaps think 
me—— 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: Oh, no! 
Mr. BROADHURST: The honourable 


and gallant Gentleman is not so generous 
as I thought. I thought he would thank 
me for correcting his statement, which 
would appear to disadvantage in the 
papers to-morrow if not corrected. I 
shall certainly vote for the Amendment 
of my honourable Friend on the ground 
of constitutionally safeguarding the 
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interests of our constituents and prevent- 
ing in future bargains and arrangements 
by Her Majesty’s Government. I notice 
that the Chief Secretary did make this 
admission, that there were a few English 
and Welsh Radicals who had not been 
asked about the arrangement, and in a 
lofty way he seemed to think they were of 
no consideration—mere incidents in the 
affair—and that he had to take no ac- 
count of them whatever. But he finds 
now he has to take them into account, 
and they have drawn from him an admis- 
sion which no Minister has ever been 
found to make before from the Minis- 
terial Benches. I sincereiy hope that this 
admission will be noted by the House, 
and that we shall receive a large con- 
tingent from the opposite benches in de- 
fence of constitutional rights and the 
purity of legislation. 





*Mr. WHITTAKER (York, W.R., Spen 
Valley): The honourable Member for 
Stroud a few minutes ago gave a particu- 
lar reason why the grant was given to 
agriculture in this country. It was that 
personalty might be made to contribuce 
to local rates. Having made that state 
ment, I venture to think he cut away from 
himself entirely any justification for the 
present grant. For this reason. Ire. 
land receives £150,000 a year 
as the corresponding grant to the 
agricultural grant in this country. 
That was more than Ireland’s share as 
the taxation of personalty in Ireland to 
the estate duties 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not in order to discuss the amount 
of the grant. That has already been 
disposed of in a previous section. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: I merely wished 
to answer the honourable Member for 
Stroud. His contention was that this 
was a grant from personalty to 
relieve the burden of rates upon realty. 
If in order, I should like to point out 
that already Ireland gets more than her 
share, and that this particular grant 
would be five times the amount that Ire- 
land is entitled to because of her con- 
tribution. If not in order in pursuing 
that line of argument out, I will not 
follow it, but the simple fact is, that 
the grant proposed would be five times 
the amount to which Ireland is entitled 
by her contribution to the estate duty 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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from which this tax is to be taken. Tre 
land is already getting more than her 
share, and its increase cannot be justified 
by the arguments put forward by the 
honourable Member for Stroud. 


*Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I am 
strongly impressed with the purity of 
political motive displayed on this side 
of the House. The honourable Gentle- 
man who opposed the agricultural grant 
is like Mark Twain’s good little boy— 
so honest that he is simply ridiculous. 
We know perfectly well that the financial 
arrangement is the foundation stone on 
which the Local Government Bill is built, 
and, so far as I am concerned, and look- 
ing at this matter from an entirely dif- 
ferent standpoint from the landlords, I 
do not object to the landlords getting 
their share. The Free Trade policy that 
has benefited the artisans and manufac- 
turers of England, that has built up the 
shoddy aristocracy of England, has ruined 
the agricultural interest in ireland both 
of landlord and tenant, and I hold it is 
sheer hypocrisy on the part of men who 
have benefited by the decline of the agri- 
cultural interest in Ireland to grudge this 
small concession. I do not hold a brief 
for the landlords. I am as much opposed 
to the system of landlordism as my 
honourable Friend, but I cannot for the 
life of me recognise the principles of 
Henry George, when they come from my 
honourable Friend, who takes occasion to 
vote in direct opposition to them the 
next minute. The proper way is not to 
find fault with the agricultural grant, but 
honestly and openly to go into the Lobby 
against the Local Government Bill. I 
look upon the acts of the landlords in 
Ireland as Lord Clive did on his excesses 
in India. I am astonished at their 
moderation. Considering that under the 
laws of England until the last few years 
irresponsible power was placed in the 
hands of the landlords, as a rule that 
irresponsible power was exercised in a 
very moderate way indeed. For my 
part, as a tenant righter and a Radical, I 
would rather a thousand times have held 
land under the old school of landlords than 
under the newly-enriched individuals who 
are taking their places. I am sorry, Mr. 
Speaker, that you ruled the honourable 
Gentleman out of order when he was 
dealing with the excessively generous gift 
that is about to be extended to Ireland. 
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If we had only a united Ireland, if the 
landlords had only ventured to trust the 
people, and had identified themselves 
with the popular movement at an earlier 
period, we might have been in a position 
to wring from the British Treasury even 
a larger concession than we are now 
getting. It has been thrown in my teeth 
that, as a representative of a town, I am 
supporting this grant to the agricultural 
interest, but I can assure honourable 
Members that the low prices which press 
heavily on the producers are of material 
benefit to the consumers, and the sooner 
we put an end to all this cant about 
the generosity of the British Treasury 
and John Bull the better. For my part I 
would sooner refuse the grant than accept 
it if offered in such a grudging manner. 
Allusion has been made to the bribe 
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lords of Ireland. I never regarded it as 
a bribe, but at the same time I am 
heartily glad that the landlords of Ire- 
land had not sufficient common sense to 
accept it. It would have imposed upon 
the tenants of Ireland an impossible 
burden. Home Rule would have been too 
dear at the price of 20 years’ purchase 
on the then existing rents ; but now from 
my standpoint I think this Local Govern- 
ment Bill, with this small concession to 
the landlords, and a similar concession 
to the tenants, is fairer to Ireland than 
the financial proposal of Mr. Gladstone’s 
first Home Rule Bill. 


Question put— 

“That the words, ‘the poor rate shall be 
made,’ stand part of the Bill.” 

The House divided :—Ayes 236 ; Noes 
78.—(Division List No. 218.) 








Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 


Allhusen. A. H. E. 
Allsopp. Hon. George 
Ambrose, William (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin. Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes. Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RHonAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton. Dunbar Plunkett 
Bathurst, Hon; A. B. 

Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur (tridith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, P, G. H 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V..C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount : 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


AYES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Han. Jesse 


| Colomb, Sir J. C. R. 


| Colston, C. E. 


| Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
| Cranborne, Viscount 


H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, F. S. W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Cross, A. (Glasgow) 


| Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 


| Cruddas, William Donaldson | 


| Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 


| Dalkeith, Earl of 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





Daly, James 

Davies, H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 





Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| Gibbons, J. Llovd 


Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(C. of Lond.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrel] 
Gilhooly, James 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Sir Charles 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond. John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Helder, Augustus ‘ 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, Hon. L. Raleigh 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkin, Sir John Jones 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

Kilbride, Denis 


| Knox, Edmund F, V. 
| Lafone, Alfred 
| Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 





pao nF Ty fa PO I 


one 


art 


995 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. a 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Gurrie 
Llewellyn, E. i. (Somerset) 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | Orr-Ewing, Charles L. 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
McCalmont, Mj.-Gn.(Antr’mN) 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 
McKillop, James 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir F. George 
Milton, Viscount 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 


8.) 


Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, oe 
Morton, A. H. 
Murnaghan, Rast 
Murray, Rt. Hn. 


(Deptford) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 


Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 


Hayne, Rt Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H 
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| Ridley, Rt. 
| Ritchie, Rt. 


| Sidebottom, 


A. G. (Bute) 


| Morgan, J. L. 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 


Parnell, John Howard 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pinkerton, John 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major. Frederic Carne 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Richards, Henry ~harles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Hon. Sir M. W. 
Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackn+y) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. M. 
Saunderson, Col. E. James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 
T. H. (Stalybr.) | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spencer, Ernest 





NOES. 


Holburn, J. G. 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

McEwan, William 

Maden, John Henry 
Mappin, Sir F. Thorpe 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
(Carmarthen) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Sir Charles M. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambech) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal. W ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy ML. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Col. C. bg by ee 
Warde, Lt.-Col. E. (Kent) 
Waring, Col. le 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. J. B.S. 
Ww yndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Ma. W. H. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


Mr. Anstruther. 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon P. J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robt. (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, J. L. (Leeds, 8 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wayman, Thomas 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE NOES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS 
Mr. McKenna 
Broadhurst. 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Page 28, line 13, after ‘made,’ insert the 
word ‘half.’ ”"—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Mr. Speaker, I rise to move 
an Amendment, not exactly as it stands 
in my name on the Paper, because I 
understand that is not in order, but an 
Amendment proposing to divide the 
responsibility for the poor rate between 
landlord and tenant. We have already 
discussed the question whether this sun 
of money is to go to the relief of the poor 
rate at all. That has already been dis- | 
posed of. The question now to be dis- 
posed of is whether the substantial relief 
given to Ireland is to be given to the 
landlord, or is to be divided between the 
landlord and the tenant. I propose that 
the whole of this enormous sum of 
£300,000 a year should not go exclusively 
the landlord, but as the rate is 
divided at the present moment between 
landlord and tenant, consequently, the 
relief should be divided in the same 
proportion. I submit to the judgment 
of the House, Mi. Speaker, that the 
landlords are not entitled to the whole 
of this sum of £300,000, if they are 
really entitled to anything. At the 


to 
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present the rates are supposed to be 
divided in Ireland between landlord and 
tenant equally. That is, you have got 
in Ireland a system something like the 
Scotch system, and I want to know from 


the Government what has occurred to 
induce them to change this system in 
Ireland. Has anything been done by 


the Irish landlords to justify the Govern- 
ment in saying that in future they are 
to be excluded from payment of any 
portion of the poor rate at all? My 
honourable Friend the Member behind 
me has told the House that the land- 
lords really ought to bear the burden of 
the poor rate altogether, and that 
originally they did so; at any rate, the 
burden of the maintenance of the poor 
fell upon the land. That is perfectly 


true as far as England is concerned, but 
it is rather curious that the whole history 
of the poor rate in Ireland has been one 
long series of efforts on the part of the 
Irish landlords to evade the performance 
of their obligations with regard to the 
poor. 


In England, in the reign of Eliza- 
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beth, the landlords in the landlord 
Parliament imposed poor rate upon the 
land. In Ireland, the Irish Parliament, 
composed of landlords, deliberately 
shirked the issue. Of course my con- 
tention is that the landlords do not 
deserve this consideration. There is 
nothing in the past with regard to their 
treatment of the poor which would 
justify the House of Commons in saying 
that, for the future, they are to be 
excluded from the payment of rates. 


According to the contention of the 
honourable and learned Member for 


Stroud, the land has borne the burden of 
poor rate quite long enough, and it is 
time it should be exempted, and that 
personal property should bear its share. 
But in Ireland it is quite a recent thing 
for the poor rate to be paid out of the 
land at all. The landlords have con- 
sistently shirked their duty, and it was 
only an English Parliament which im- 
posed the performance of this obligation 
upon them. In their own Parliament 
the only Acts they passed to deal with 
the poor rate at all were Acts of Parlia- 
ment which empowered the granting of 
licences given to beg, but norates levied 
That is true of the Irish landlords ; 
licenses given to beg, but no rates levied 
upon their property for the maintenance 
of the poor. I say that landlords who 
have so treated their poor in the historic 
past in their own country do not deserve 
exceptional treatment from this House. 
I submit, in addition to that, that the 
way in which the landlords in Ireland 
have treated their tenants in the past 
has not been such as to induce the 
Imperial Parliament to treat them with 
any exceptional generosity. I have been 
looking at the record of the Land Com- 
mission, and I find there that, during 
the time between the passing of the 
Land Act and the year 1897, a large 
number of cases have been dealt with 
by the land courts. The aggregate 
rents submittéd to the judgment of these 
courts amounted to £6,384,000. These 
rents were cut down by the land courts 
to £5,047,000, a reduction of £1,350,000 ; 
that is, rents were reduced by 20 per 
cent. Perfectly, impartial courts came to 
the conclusion that the landlords of Ire- 
land were charging something like 20 
per cent. upon their tenants in excess 
of what they ought to have charged ; 
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ana yet this is the class for whom cae 
Government come to the House of 
Commons and ask us to vote £300,000 
out of the Imperial Treasury in order to 
relieve them of the burden of the whole 
of their rates. Now, I should like to 
know why this treatment should be 
meted out to one class of the community 
rather to any other section, and I think 
it is the first time in the history of 
Parliament that any proposals have been 
submitted to it with a view to exempting 
one class, one section, from the burden 
of any rate. And why start this prece- 
dent with the landlords! At the present 
moment they are paying one-half. The 
Government say in future they will pay 
nothing. As I propose to prove later on, 
when I come to another Amendment, 
they go even to the extent of saying that 
no contract will be valid under which 
they could be free to pay any portion of 
the poor rate for the future. I should 
like to know what the landlords of Ire- 
land have ever done for the State, or 
anybody else, which would justify the 
House of Commons in meteing out such 
exceptional treatment in starting a 
precedent in their favour of exempting 
them from payment of poor rate. 
Poverty in Ireland has been very much 
the result of the oppression of the land- 
lords. 


AN HONOURABLE Member: Entirely. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : My honourable 


Friend behind me says “entirely.” Per- 
haps that would be rather exaggerating 
the state of the case, because you have 
poverty here and in every other country, 
and I suppose poverty will be with us 
for all time. But anyone who reads the 
history of Ireland must come to the con- 
clusion that the exceptional state of dis- 
tress and destitution is very much the 
result of the conduct of the Irish land- 
lords themselves. Reductions have been 
voluntarily made by English, Welsh, and 
Scotch landlords; Heaven knows they 
were not large enough, but still, there 
were reductions made. But in Ireland 
you have had to introduce a court to 
eompel the landlords to reduce the rents. 
These courts found that they were charg- 
ing something like a million and a half 
more than they ought to do upon these 
poverty-stricken peasantry, and the 
result of the investigation when these 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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courts came to review the rents for the 
second time shows that the first statu- 
tory reduction of rents was not sufficient, 
and the reduction on the second statutory 
term amounts to another 20 per cent. 
That is, at the present the landlords are 
charging something like two and a half 
millions in excess of what they ought to 
do by way of rent out of the peasantry 
of Ireland. What have they done to 
justify us in relieving them of poor rate? 
There is another very remarkable fact. 
I find that the aggregate amount of poor 
rate has been getting less year by year. 
It has been getting less for a good many 
years, and the burden upon individual 
ratepayers has increased year by year. 
Why? Because of the depopulation of 
Ireland; because you have got whole 
tracts devastated there; because you 
have got evictions. One honourable 
Member informed me the other day that 
there was a district of something like 400 
square miles which you could walk across, 
and not find a single tenanted house from 
one end to the other. This, I say, has 
been the result of the conduct of the 
landlords themselves. The result has 
been that you have no property upon 
which té levy your rates, no population 
which will bear the rates; the burden of 
the rates is crushing down the popula- 
tions that are left. The burden in- 
creases year by year, and that is the 
action of one section of the community 
—the very section that you are propos- 
ing to exempt from poor rate by means 
of this clause. I say it ought not to be 
done. What is the object of this poor 
rate! The object of the poor rate, of 
course, is, in the first instance, to relieve 
distress—distress, as I have pointed out, 
created to a very large extent by the 
action of the landlords themselves, by 
their extravagant rents, by their neglect 
of their duties as landlords. But ther: 
is another object-lesson which I think isa 
rather interesting one from the point of 
view of the landlords. The poor rate is 
to pay emigration expenses, the expenses 
of emigrants who quit the shores of Ire 
land, and, for the future, the landlord 
is not to bear any proportion of that 
burden. Well, now, if there is any 
section of the community that is more 
responsible than another for driving the 
peasants to other countries it is the land- 
lords. They are more responsible for the 
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enormous emigration which you have had 
from Ireland during the last 40 or 5v 
years than any other class, and I certainly 
contend they ought to bear their share 
of the burden of emigration, seeing that 
they have been responsible for it to such 
a very large extent. I contend, Mr. 
Speaker, so far from relieving them of 
their whole share of the burden, we ought 
not to contribute a,single farthing. There 
is nothing in their past conduct, or in 
their present conduct, to justify us in 
doing so, and I move the Amendment 
which I have already handed in, that this 
crant should be divided between the 
landlord and the occupier. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The view of the honourable 
Member is that the Irish landlords are 
so injurious a class that no public mone; 
should be spent in the way which it is 
proposed in this Bill to be spent in reliev- 
ing them of their liability to pay rates. 
That is, I think, broadly, the justifica- 
tion by the honourable Member of the 
course that he has taken, and it is a 
view of the case that occupied the House 
yesterday, and again this afternoon. 
The Amendments have all rested, I 
think, on that broad, historical view ot 
the case. Now, Sir, I do not rise to 
dispute or to discuss it. Much may he 
said against the Irish land system, and 
much may be true. Much may be said, 
I think, about the mode in which the 
House has dealt with Irish property, but 
I do not mean to deal with that vexed 
question, which really traverses the 
whole history of Ireland during the last 
hundred years or more, and which raises, 
directly or indirectly, almost every pos- 
sible subject of controversy on what is 
the most controversial subject in modern 
politics. I rise rather now to appeal to 
the honourable Gentleman and _ his 
Friends whether this view of theirs—a 
view which they are perfectly entitled to 
place before the House—ought not to be 
considered by this time to have been 
sufficiently discussed and dealt with by 
the House. I do not for a moment 
suggest that honourable Gentlemen who 
have taken a special part in this discus- 
sion were in any sense bound by the 
first understanding arrived at between 
the various sections of the Irish Party 
and the Government. I make no such 
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charge against them. The honourable 
Member did on that occasion get up and 
say that there were portions of the Bill 
in which he and his friends were 
interested, and that they would, whether 
there was or was not an arrangement, 
insist upon their rights. All I would 
now point out to the House, and to 
honourable Gentlemen opposite, is that 
that right, which I do not deny, has 
surely now been exercised to the full. 
They have laid with great pains their 
views before us yesterday and to-day. I 
cannot prevent them, if they desire it, 
from continuing to lay those views 
before us on the remaining portions of 
this clause, and the next clause also, but 
I would respectfully point out to them 
that if they do they will inflict 
a very serious and real hardship 
upon the great bulk of the Mem- 
bers of the House. They will com- 
pel a Saturday sitting, which is incon- 
venient, I think, to all English Members, 
but especially inconvenient, I am given 
to understand, to Irish representatives, 
who will be compelled to remain over 
here at a time when they had every 
reason to hope they might, by general 
arrangement of business, be able to get 
away. Well, Sir, there is thus this 
general inconvenience inflicted on the 
House, and I cannot, so far as I am con- 
cerned, see that anything is gained by 
honourable Members with regard to the 
course that they pursue. They have 
desired, as I understand, to bring promi- 
nently before’ the country what they 
regard as the great blot on this Measure. 
They have left neither in this House 
nor outside this House the smallest 
doubt as to what their views are. I do 
not believe that any argument could be 
adduced in favour of those views which 
they have not put before us with great 
force yesterday and to-day; and under 
these circumstances it does seem to me 
it is hardly from this point of view 
necessary to inflict a hardship upon the 
House from which the great body of the 
House, on both sides alike, suffer, and 
it seems to me not to be of any advan- 
tage even to those who hold the views 
to which the honourable Member has 
given such strong expression. I can do 
no more than make this appeal, but j 
trust that honourable Members will see 
that a Saturday sitting is not a course 
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which would assist them, and I am sure 
they would not desire it. 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean): I think that in the spirit of 
my honourable Friends behind me there 
is n9 desire to Debate at greater length 
than has already been debated the 
general principles of this question, but 
the right honourable Gentleman will see 
if he looks at the Amendment before the 
House, and also at one or two of the 
others, that there are some points of 
detail which are deserving of some dis- 
cussion. Therefore, I think, we may 
say there is no desire upon the part of 
anybody to further prolong the discus- 
sion upon the general principles, which 
we consider have been adequately dis- 
cussed. We would now draw attention 
to what we consider are the particular 
points at issue. What is now 
before the House specially is the 
principle of the division of the rate 
between the landlord and the tenant, 
and we are giving up in this Bill what we 
had hoped would have been extended to 
all parts of the United Kingdom. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty is not now 
in his place, but he and many Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer and Presidents 
of the Local Government Board have 
pledged themselves to the principle of 
the division of the rates between the 
owner and the occupier. There has been 
no special ground put forward for get- 
ting rid of it here. You have it in Scot- 
land in a different form, and you are 
pledged to introduce it -into England, 
and yet you are giving way on this point 
to Ireland. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I would strongly sup- 
port the appeal which has been made 
by the right honourable Gentleman. I 
think honourable Gentlemen on this side 
of the House have been justified in the 
line they have pursued, both yesterday 
and to-day. I believe they were called 
upon to do and say what they have done 
by their conscientious convictions. I 
shall certainly support my honourable 
Friends in their Amendments, but I do 
strongly appeal to them to give a favour- 
able consideration to the observation 
which has been made by the right 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury. I do not think any ob- 
ject can be gained by prolonging this 
Debate, and I think my honourable 
First Lord of the Treasury. 
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Friends have shown by their arguments 
and their speeches that they had good 
reason for the line which they had taken 
up, and that they have set themselves 
right before the country and need not 
fear their constituents. A Saturday 
sitting has been held over our heads in 
the way of a friendly threat if this 
Debate is unduly prolonged, and I am 
sure we do not wish to come here on 
Saturday. I heartily support the 
appeal which has been made. 


Mr. LAMBERT: After having listened 
to the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, if I may be allowed to say so, I 
greatly regret that the same spirit was 
not manifested yesterday by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary. I feel one difficulty, but shall not 
detain the House so long by any remarks 
of mine as I hhad intended. I think 
there is extremely strong and good 
ground for the Amendment of my 
honourable Friend, but as the right 
right honourable Gentleman has stated 
to us that he wished the Debate closed 
as soon as possible, personally speaking, 
so far as I am concerned, I am willing to 
accede to the request. I must say I am 
very sorry the same spirit did not 
actuate the Government yesterday. 
There is just one point, and that is this: 
under the English Act this grant is going 
to the tenant in the first place. Now I 
would strongly advocate that the same 
principle that is established by the Eng- 
lish Act should be carried into effect by 
the Irish Act, that the money should go 
to the relief of the tenant, because when- 
ever there has been a question between 
the working farmer and the landlord in 
this House I have always been constant 
in taking the side of the tenant, and I 
shall continue to do so, whether they be 
Irish or English. I myself think that 
the Irish tenants have even more ground 
for receiving this grant than can be 
urged with respect to the claim of the 
English farmer, for this reason: they 
are very poor, and have not nearly so 
much money to spend upon the land, and 
in Ireland they are rented up to the hilt. 
The competition for land in Ireland is 
so great that every penny goes into the 
landlords’ pockets, except where the 
tenant is protected by the land court; 
but from the farmers I always understood 
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that the only reason for this loan, for this 
grant, was to give some consolation to the 
landlords for what the land court has 
done, but that was knocked on the head 
the other day by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who distinctly stated that no 
one would venture to say—that no land- 
lord would venture to say—that he had 
been compensated by the English tax- 
payers, because of the land court. In 
support of this Amendment, I put in the 
protest that Ireland will derive no bene- 
fit whatever from this money, which goes 
into the landlords’ pockets. It will not 
go towards the education of the people 
of Ireland, nor will it make her any more 
prosperous than she is at the present 
time. I regret that the Industries Bill 
was not proceeded with, and I see that in 
this clause we are giving just about 
double the amount which the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary thought necessary to carry that Bill 
into effect. 
tenant I think you would raise his taxable 
capacity, and in the end he would be able 
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By giving this money to the | 
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to bear a larger rate. I think that the 
iocal authorities in Ireland will increase 
the rates, for the simple reason that you 
cannot elect local authorities without the 
people electing them requiring something 
in the nature of public work to be done, 
and you cannot proceed with public works 
without money. By the suggestion which 
I make, you will increase the rateable 
capacity of the Irish tenant, and thus 
enable these local authorities which are 
to be elected in Ireland to carry out pro- 
visions which, from want of money, they 
will otherwise be debarred from carrying 
out. I think the Amendment of my 


| honourable Friend is a wise one, and I 


think it will be a wise thing for this 

House, and for Ireland, if it gives this 

grant to the tenant in the first place. 
Question put— 


“That the word ‘half’ be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 43; Noes 
182.—(Division List No. 219.) 


AYES. 


Allan. William (Gateshead) 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Dalziel, James Heary 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


| Gourley, Sir E. Temperley Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
| Hazell, Walter 
| Holburn, J. G. 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Maden, John Henry 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) | 
Morgan, J. L. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Provand, Andrew Dryburyh | Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 


| Souttar, Robinson 

| Stevenson, Francis 8. 

| Thomas, A, (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, R. (Edinburgh) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 

| Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


(Cumbertand) 


,Carmarthen) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) Rickett, J. Compton Lambert. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
NOES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 


Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, ‘Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Carvill, P. 
| Cecil, Lord H. 


Chamberlain, 
Chaplin, Rt. 


3alfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) ; Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leecs) ! Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
H. Athole 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bethell, Commander 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Colston C. E. 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. Carew, James Laurence 
E G. Hamilton 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | Crilly, Daniel 
J. A. (Worc’r) 
Hon. Henry 

| Clancy, John Joseph 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, F. S. W. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

| Crean, Eugene 


(Greenwich) 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Daly, James 

Davies, H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 


Drucker, A. 

Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edwacd 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Heyes 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilhooly, James 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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| 
| Kilbride, Denis 





| Leigh-Bennett, Henry C. 
| Leuty, Thomas Richmond 


| Loder, Gerald Walter E. 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John ‘Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C, 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kemp, George 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morrison, Walter 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
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Kenyon, James 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Crnw’ll) | 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 


Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 





Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKillop, James 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 


Morris, Samuel 





Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) | 
Parnell, John Howard 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pinkerton, John 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. ©. | 
Pollock, Harry Frederick | 


(Ireland) Bill. 1008 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic C, 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G. (Oxf dUniv.) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warkworth, Lord 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Another Amendment proposed— | increase in the poundage of such rate which 
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~ Page 28, line 14, leave out from ‘ heredi- 
tament’ to the end of sub-section 1.”—(Mr. 
Lloyd-George.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 28, line 17, after ‘lodgings’ insert 
‘and except that if made heretofore in respect 
of a half rent under section 63 of the Poor | 
Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and the enactments 
amending the same, it shall continue to be so 
made.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 28, line 19, after the word ‘rate,’ 
insert the words ‘except in respect of any | 


| May accrue after 


the commencement of this 
Act.”"—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: My _ next 
Amendment is not on the Paper. I put 
it in yesterday, in order that it might 
come into the Paper to-day, but through 
some mistake it has not done so, but the 
effect of the Amendment—I am not sure 
that I recollect the exact words, but, start- 
ing with the word “rate,” on line 19, 
insert— 


“ Except in respect of any increase in the 
poundage of such rate which may be accrued 
after the commencement of this Act.” 


The effect of that, of course, is to prevent 
what occurred under the English Act. It 
is a matter requiring serious considera- 
tion, and, as we have pointed out, it is 
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a matter of importance, especially in Ire- 
land, where the poor rate individually is 
going up, although in the aggregate it is 
going down. I know some cases where 
the poor rate is 2s. in the £ at the present 
moment. That is the basis on which the 
payment would be made by the Treasury. 
Supposing that next year, in that parti- 
cular district, through exceptional dis- 
tress, or from some other cause, that poor 
rate goes up to 2s. 6d., the extra 6d., if 
the Bill is carried through in its present 
form, will fall entirely upon the shoulders 
of the occupier. That is exceedingly 
unfair to the owners of the factories. 
There was a good deal of trouble in this 
country with regard to something of the 
sort, especially among the collieries, where 
the rate has gone up in consequence of 
something happening in the district and 
the extra rate has fallen upon the fac- 
tories and industrial concerns of the dis- 
trict. In Ireland we have no collieries, 
and we have not many industries, and 
those that we have, such as they are, are 
not in a very prosperous condition. When 
you deal with the tenant he gets half the 
cess paid, and there is some encourage- 
ment for him to meet this extra burden, 
but the factories and industrial concerns 
of that kind do not, and I think it is 
exceedingly unfair, when they do not get 
any portion of the cess paid for them, or 
any other rate, that you should place this 
burden upon them, with which they have 
nothing to do. In the course of the 
Debate on the Irish Local Government 
Bill we have heard of the crushing of the 
Irish industries, but here is an opportu- 
nity for the Government to say it will 
not be responsible for any rate that would 
in the future tend towards the crushing of 
the Irish industries. I can quite under- 
stand the difference between a rate of 2s. 
and a rate of zs. 6d. making all the 
difference between a profit and a loss. 
There are several concerns in England 
and Wales where, although no profit is 
made, they are able to drag on from year 
to year so long as there is no actual loss, 
but in cases of the kind a heavy rate 
would make all the difference. If every 
additional rate is to fall upon the 
shoulders of these poor industrial concerns, 
then the result may be exceedingly 
serious, and I do appeal to all honourable 
Members to assist me to prevent this 
state of things creeping into the Irish 
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Bili. The tenant has only got to pay 
half the cess, and if there is an increase 
he only has to pay his share. Why 
should not the same rule apply here? The 
landlord has got his relief; he is to be 
exempted from all the rates in the dis- 
trict, and I say it is very unfair to the 
tenants, and still more to the industrial 
classes in Ireland. I beg to move the 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The county 
cess is a different thing altogether. If 
this Amendment were accepted the result 
would be that the tenant would deduct 
from the rent half any additional amount 
that was put on to the county cess, as 
well as the poor rate. Over and above 
that, I do not want to press that; I 
object to it upon its general merits, and 
therefore it would be quite unnecessary 
to attempt to amend it so as to meet 
that suggestion. The object of this 
clause has been to throw every increase in 


the rates upon the occupier in order that 


ke may have every motive for economy. 
The occupier will have entire control of 
local government in his hands, and the 
landlords, who are also occupiers, will 
in respect to the land they occupy be in 
exactly the same position. Our object in 
this clause is to make it to the interests 
of the occupier to study economy, and the 
arrangement we have adopted will have 
the effect of throwing the entire burden 
of the rates upon the occupier, and at the 
same time give him the benefit of the 
rates if they fall. I think the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member is incon- 
sistent with the following clause, clause 
46; but that, again, I do not urge, be 
cause, as I said before, I object to it 
entirely upon its merits. 


*Srr C. DILKE: We have no desire to 
discuss this Amendment at length, but 
rather to put upon record our views upon 
the matter. I think there is the very 
best reason for speaking at length upon 
this particular Amendment, but we do 
not wish to prolong the Debate. 


Question put— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 

The House divided :—Ayes 60; Noes 
151.—(Division List No. 220.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, T. (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Rt. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. a (Leeds) 
3Zartley, George C. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bethell, Commander 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. H. 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worce’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
lancy, John Joseph 


Hon. John 
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Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. | 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole | 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8S. W. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Daly, James 

Davies, Horatio D. (Chatham) 


Denny, Colonel 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A. 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas ! 


| Haslett. 


| Hermon-Hodge, 
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AYES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn Chas. Seale- 
Havell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lambert, George 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 

Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Malley, William 





NOES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 
Helder, Augustus 

Robert T. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Howell, William Tudor H 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. | 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


Kemp, rge 

Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Crnw’ll) | 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry C. 


Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
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Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, ‘J. Compton 

Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stevenson, Francis §. 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid‘ 
Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Sir 
Charles Dilke. 


Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MacNeill, John Gordon 8. 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, §.) 
McKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford! 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Parnell, John Howard 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pinkerton, John 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William FE. T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
(Stalybr.) 


Sidebottom, T. H. 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Christch.) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Local Government 


Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 28, line 19, leave out ‘and any con- 
tract to the contrary respecting such deduction 
shall be void.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George. ) 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I do not think 
there is any precedent for words of this 
sort. The law steps in and says, “ You 
are not a fit and proper subject for a 
contract ; you may agree to bear your 
share of the burden of the rates, but we 
cannot permit you to do so.” That, 
surely, is an extreme proposal, and this 
is the first time it has been inserted in 
an Act of Parliament. How very 
different the conduct of the Government 


is with regard to the landlord, compared | 


with what it is with regard to the tenant ! 
Whatever the law may be, there is 
nothing to prevent the tenant entering 


into a valid contract to pay all his grand | 


jury cess at the present moment. Though 
the tenant is protected by law, the law 
says, “ We will allow you to enter int) 
any contract you like.” I do not see 


that there is anything in the position of | 


the landlord which calls upon the law 
to step in and protect him against the 
tenant. I do not see the object of these 
words, or any conceivable motive which 


can have induced the Government to have | 


introduced them. I can understand them 
saying that the present law is to be 
altered, and that the tenant is not to be 
entitled to deduct from the landlord for 
past improvements. 
in future likes to make arrangements 
with regard to the rent or rate, why 
should the law step in and say, “No; 


the contract entered into shall be abso- | 


lutely void”? Why should the law step 


in and say that the landlords should not 


pledge themselves in any way? If that 
is so, it was not explained in Committee. 
There are a great many other contracts 
to which those words can apply. I shail 
be obliged to press the matter to a 
Division. 
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Tomlinson, W. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E.H. | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) | Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
Warkworth, Lord | Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) | Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) | 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf’dUniv.) | Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
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E. Murray 


| 
TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The words 
are intended to protect a tenant agaiust 
his landlord, just as much as to protect 
a landlord against himself. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I do 
not see how the Chief Secretary makes 
out that this can be worked in the 
interests of the occupier. If you look 





But if the landlord | 


at the clause you will see that the ocsu- 
pier would be entitled to deduct from 
the rent a part of the poor rate. I do not 
see how it would be an advantage to pre- 
vent the tenant making a contract in his 
own interest whereby a_ reduction 
| shall be made from his rent in respect 
“to that. This is a clause which certainly 
is not in any law in Scotland, nor is it 
'in any law in England. Honourable 
Members on the other side of the House 
| have always claimed freedom of contract, 
and the only cases in which it is urgent 
have been the cases of working men, who 
| are supposed to be not quite so capable of 
| defending themselves. Hence the Truck 
Acts. Landlords ought to be quite 
capable of defending themselves. But 
they now seek to prevent freedom of 
contract where it is in the interests of 
the landlords. 


Mr. McKENNA: I was not in the 
| House when the right honourable Gentle- 
|! man made his answer, but I understand 
| that he objects to these words being 
| excluded. The point can be met by 
inserting in clause 46 a proviso that 
| clayse 46 shall operate except where the 
landlord has continued to agree to pay 
half the rate. There would be absolutely 
| no difficulty in inserting that proviso in 
| clause 46. It seems to me a most extra- 
| ordinary interference with the freedom 
of contract. The right honourable 
Gentleman wishes to put the whole of the 
burden upon the occupier. In whose 
| interest does he wish to do that? Soleiy 
‘and admittedly in the interests of the 
202 
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landlord. If the landlord, with the know- 
ledge of the risk he runs, chooses to 
enter into this contract, surely it is no 
business of the House to interfere on | 
behalf of the landlord, who undoubtedly 
is competent to enter into a contract if 
he pleases. I put it to the right 
honourable Gentleman, who is a member 
of the party who has always opposed any 
interference with freedom of contract, | 
what is the public necessity for those | 
words in the clause? There is abso-| 
lutely no necessity to protect the land- | 
lord; he does not need protection. In| 
the interests of the public. no necessity is 
shown. The only conclusion one can 
come to is that the right honourable 
Gentleman, by inadvertence, put this | 
into the Measure, and is too proud to | 
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allow it to be excluded. Now, in the 
case of the towns, it will cause an un- 
doubted amount of difficulty and con- 
fusion. The system in Ireland has 
worked admirably, in which the land- 
lord paid one-half and the tenant one 
half of the rates. They may prefer, for 
their own reasons, to continue to do so. 


| Legal troubles and delays are bound to 


ensue. I support the Amendment of my 
honourable Friend. 
Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 163; Noes 
48.—(Division List No. 221.) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Ambrose, Wm. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bethell, Commander 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Daly, James 





Davies, Horatio D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Mr. McKenna. 


AYES. 


Drucker, A. 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,RtHnSirJ.(Manch.) | 
Field, Wm. (Dublin) 
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After the usual interval, 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 28, line 22, at end, add ‘ provided 
always that this section shall not apply to any 
county borough, borough, or town as defined 
in this Act.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: When I brought for- 
ward at the Committee stage the clause 
which I now propose the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Leader of the House 
admitted that the operation of this clause 
and the application of this clause to 
boroughs, and, in fact, to all those who 
had not benefited under the agricultural 
grant, was no part of the so-called 
“rangement which has been so often 
referred to, and no argument has up te 
this point been placed before the House 
why the incidence of rating in the 
boroughs and towns should be altered 
by the present Bill. The reason given 
for this was that it was done in the in- 
térests of symmetry and the general sys- 
tem of rating in Ireland. I do not, how- 
ever, attach much force to that argu- 
ment, because we all know that an 
elaborate inquiry is at present in progress 
on the whole question of rating, an in- 
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Mr. Liloyd-George and Mr. 
McKenna. 


quiry which extends to Ireland as well 
as to England, and the only ground on 
which the Government justify their 
action in altering in the present Bill the 
whole system of rating and the inci- 
dence of rating in Ireland, is that it is 
essential to the great change of the local 
government in the rural districts that the 
landlords should be protected and certain 
safeguards given to them. I do not 
understand the right honourable Gentle- 
man to say that the same considerations 
apply to urban districts, and therefore I 
do not see that any grounds have been 
stated or any argument brought forward 
in favour of altering the incidence of 
rating in the urban districts. I do not 
desire to enter into this question at any 
length, because I did state my views 
pretty fully on the Committee stage ; 
but what I desire now is to point out 
what is the attitude of the Government 
as the result of the consideration which 
they promised to give to this proposal. I 
cannot find that they have put down on 
the Paper any Amendment on the subject 
that I expected to find as a result of that 
promise. But, without desiring to again 
go over the ground which was gone over 
in the Committee stage, I desire for a 
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moment to refer to one matter which is 
anew matter in connection with this par- 
ticular aspect of clause 45; that is, the 
new clause which has been put down by 
one of the honourable Members for Bel- 
fast. It is a long clause which is to be 
considered, and it is included amongst 
the Government clauses in respect of 
which the Government are going to re- 
commit the Bill, and, as I understand it, 
is intended to provide especially for the 
convenience of certain owners of property 
in Belfast, who strongly object to the 
operation of this clause. I understand— 
but I may be entirely wrong—that there 
are in Belfast a certain number of pro- 
perty owners, and a considerable number 
of persons who own small workmen’s 
dwellings, which are so characteristic of 
Belfast ; and in that city a system is in 
force—and I am not sure that it is not in 
force in other cities in Ireland, but I 
know it is in force in the city of Belfast— 
under which the owners of these houses 
or blocks of workmen’s dwellings can com- 
pound with the rating authorities and 
get a discount. That is to say, if the 
owner undertakes to be responsible for 
the rates he gets an allowance of perhaps 
10, 15, or 20 per cent., which is that 
much less than the rates would be if 
collected under the ordinary circum- 
stances directly from the tenant. That is 
what I am given to understand is in force 
in Belfast, and I understand that it was 
to meet cases of that kind that the 
honourable Member for Belfast put this 
clause on the Paper. As far as I can see, 
that clause itself seems very technical 
and intricate, and, of course, the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland understands it 
better than I do; but, as far as I can 
understand it, that clause in no way 
meets my Amendment, and if the Govern- 
ment refuse to leave the rating of Irish 
towns as it stands at present and leave 
the system unchanged I shall oppose to 
the utmost of my ability the clause of 
the honourable Member for Belfast. I 
only wish to state that now, because I 
have some reason to believe that the 
Government intend to accept the clause 
of the honourable Member for Belfast 
without meeting the objections that have 
been made. Now, Sir, what I want to 
know is this, and I move the Amendment 
for this purpose: I do say that I 
think it is most unjust and unreasonable 
that as regards towns and county 
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boroughs, as defined in this Act, which 
get no benefit whatever either as regards 
the occupier or the owner from the 
agricultural grant, they should have 
their system of rating altered, and 
altered, it may be, to the great injury of 
the occupier. That is what I stated be- 
fore, and I want to know on what 
grounds the Government justify this. I 
will only, in conclusion, state what is the 
actual operation of this. I know per- 
fectly well that clause 45 must be read 
in conjunction with clause 90, and while 
the whole burden of the rate is thrown 
upon the occupier in the urban district 
—take my own district. for an 
example—the landlord pays half the 
rates at present, and the tenant 
pays half. I know that I should 
be entitled under the adjustment 
of rent clause to deduct from my rent 
half the rates which hitherto have been 
paid by the landlord, but according to 
the adjustment of rent clause, | should 
only be entitled to deduct half the stan- 
dard rate. So that in the city of Dublin, 
where I have a lease for 99 years, if the 
rates increased by 6d. in the £, whereas 
under my contract the landlord should 
bear half of that increase—under this 
Bill, without any notice whatever given 
to me, I am to bear the whole burden 
of the increase in the rates. If that is 
not the meaning of the Act I should 
be glad to hear some explanation of it. 
As I read the Act, the effect of clause 
45 read in connection with clause 90, is 
that the whole of the increase will fall 
upon the occupier, whereas under the 
law, if left alone, the occupier will bear 
only half the burden of the increase and 
the owner half under the present Irish 
system. The Government say, in the 
case of the rural occupier, “We offer 
him some advantage, as we pay half 
his county cess, although he has this 
additional burden.” Well, I frankly 
accept the position. We were parties to 
this grant on the Second Reading of the 
Bill, although I did not accept the 
arrangement last year. On the Second 
Reading of the Bill, after I had carefully 
read the Measure and recognised in it a 
great measure of emancipation for the 
Irish people, as we were told that we 
must either accept the financial pro- 
vision or do without the Bill, I decided 
to swallow these conditions. But that 
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applied only to the case of the rural occu- 
pier, where you offer a reduction of half 
his rates at the same time that you 
throw upon him this full responsibility. 
In the case of the rural occupier and the 
city occupier, that the latter should be 
compelled under this Bill, although ob- 
taining no financial relief whatever, to 
bear a greatly increased burden in addi- 
tion to the rates, while the burden is 
to be lifted off the landlords, entirely 
surpasses my comprehension. I beg to 
move this Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable Member for East Mayo is 
quite correct in his statement that this 
matter formed no part of the arrange- 
ment to which he has alluded. In the 
discussion on this Bill it was agreed that 
the burden of the rates should be thrown 
upon the occupier entirely, but I may 
also say that it formed no part of the 
original arrangement that we should ex- 
tend the municipal franchise in Ireland, 
as we actually have done. Well, Sir, 
the reason why this provision was in- 
serted was this: when my right honour- 
able Friend the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury introduced his Bill in 1892 it also 
included the municipal franchise, but, as 
the House will remember, that Measure 
provided for a system of minority repre- 
sentation. The Government have aban- 
doned the idea of minority representa- 
tion, and this is the construction they 
have put upon it. Our idea now is to 
throw the burden of the rate in the first 
instance on the occupier, so as to let the 
responsibility rest upon those who have 
the power. 


Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman might explain why he ex- 
tended the franchise in Belfast, where 
they have a private Act, because other 
towns in Ireland have no such private 
Acts. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: When the 
Government introduced the franchise 
they had to take care that there was 
some safeguard, and we inserted this 
provision as a safeguard. The honour- 
able Member has referred incidentally 
to a clause which is down in the name of 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
Belfast, and he has taken it for granted 
that that clause put down will be 
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accepted by the Government in the in- 
terests of certain property owners in 
Belfast. Well, Sir, if we do accept that 
clause, a point which has not yet been 
absolutely decided, it will certainly not 
be upon the grounds put forward by the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, for 
my honourable Friend has put it down 
upon other grounds. It is entirely a 
question of the collection of rates. It 
has been represented that in Belfast and 
other places there are conditions which 
make it difficult, perhaps almost im- 
possible, to collect the rates. My honour- 
able Friend put the clause down to meet 
those cases, and when the proper time 
comes for the consideration of it the 
Government will have to decide whether 
they will accept it or not. The honour- 
able Member may rest assured that that 
clause has been put down on the Paper 
merely from the point of view of facilitat- 
ing the collection of the rates from a 
fluctuating class of the artisan popula- 
tion. The honourable Member for East 
Mayo has stated that this provision, as 
applied to towns, will, in the case of long 
leases, be that the amount of deduction 
which the tenant will be allowed to make 
from the rent will be measured by the 
rates in the standard year. That ap- 
parently was so as the Bill was intro- 
duced, but when this matter was being 
discussed in Committee this was pointed 
out with great force by the honourable 
and learned Member for Louth, and I 
admit frankly that a provision of that 
kind was open to very serious objection. 
Now, in order to meet that objection we 
have put down an Amendment which has 
apparently escaped the attention of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. it 
is an Amendment to clause 90, and he 
will find it at the end of the Amend- 
ments to that section. The effect of it 
will be that where a lease has more than 
five years to run the amount of deduc- 
tion which the tenant may make will 
be measured not by the standard year, 
but by the amount which was deducted 
before this Act was passed. I think in 
the case of long leases the landlord must 
take the rough with the smooth, and he 
must be taken to have run the risk ; but 
in the case of the very short leases the 
landlord would not anticipate so impor. 
tant a change in the law as has been 
created by this Bill. There is, Sir, 
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just one other remark I wish to make. 
The honourable Member, to judge from 
his speech, imagined that this applied 
to all municipal rates whatever. I may, 
however, point out that it only applies 
to the poor rate and what was county 
cess, unless, indeed, the town council adds 
to the poor rate anything which is 
collectable as the poor rate. That is a 
matter which it is competent for the 
council to decide. 


*Mr. Serveantr HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.) : I shall not detain the House 
more than two or three minutes, 
but I desire to express my entire 
concurrence with this Amendment. I 
do not think there has been a 
shadow of fair play towards those large 
towns and county boroughs. The right 
honourable Gentleman must be aware 
that for years there was an agitation 
going on to assimilate the municipal 
franchise in Dublin, Waterford, and 
Cork with the Parliamentary franchise, 
and the Government have actually 
yielded to that in respect of the borough 
of Belfast and the borough of London- 
derry, and by Acts of Parliament, since 
they came into power, the municipal 
franchise in those places has been assimi- 
lated to the Parliamentary franchise, 
while no consideration whatever has been 
given to county boroughs like Waterford, 
Limerick, and Cork with regard to this 
assimilation of the municipal to the Par- 
liamentary franchise. Now, I think it 
was suggested by the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo that this adjustment 
of rent clause does not meet the case, 
because by section 90, sub-section 1, letter 
B, it is provided that— 

“ Where the amount is to be raised for union 
or district charges, then in respect of union or 
district charges in that union or district as 
certified for the standard financial year.” 
That is what applies to houses in 
the city of Dublin. Now, everyone knows 
that the poor rate and, what is equiva- 
lent to it, the county cess is increasing 
from year to year in Dublin. [If 
you look at the statistics of the rates 
for the last 10 years it will be found 
that they vary. Sometimes they are 
Is. 10d., 2s., 2s. 4d., and 2s. 6d. Why, 
then, should a landlord in Dublin or 
any other borough be relieved from any 
surplus that may arise over and above 
the standard amount? I say there has 
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been no arrangement for that. I do not 
admit that any compact has been en- 
tered into on behalf of the Irish party or 
on behalf of those interested in boroughs, 
and I do respectfully ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to yield this point, 
which he knows to large cities will make 
a very great difference in the rates which 
they will have to collect. Like my 
honourable Friend the Member for East 
Mayo, I myself am the holder of a lease 
in Dublin, and therefore, as far as the 
Amendment mentioned by the Chief 
Secretary goes, it may help such leases, 
but I think that only emphasises the 
injustice to those who hold  yeariy 
tenancies or leases of less than five years, 
because the exception admits that there 
has been no difficulty in enabling the 
tenant under certain leases to deduct his 
half of the surplus from the landlord’s 
rent, therefore no machinery is required. 
If it can be done in the case of long 
leases, there is no reason why it should 
not be done in the case of yearly tenants 
or of leases of from three to five vears. 


Mr. McKENNA: With regard to 
the case of towns and cities in 
Ireland, I am _ sure we must all 
sympathise with the desire of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to safeguard the interests of the 
ratepayers, but the right honourable 
Gentleman seems to have overlooked a 
provision in the Bill. He seems to have 
forgotten apparently that the great mass 
of the proletariat living in towns and 
urban districts will not under his Bill, as 
it now stands, pay rates themselves, and 
consequently his safeguards absolutely 
disappear. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think the 
honourable Member is mistaken. 


Mr. McKENNA: The right honourable 
Gentleman may not be aware that it is 
the custom of people of the poorer class 
to live in tenements and lodgings, and 
if he will look at his Bill he will see that 
there is an exception in clause 47, which 
reads— 


“Such rate shall be made on the occupier 
of the hereditament, except where it is a house 
let in separate apartments or lodgings.” 


Consequently we find this, that the pro- 
letariat who do, as a matter of fact, live 
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in tenements and lodgings will be voters 
under this Act, although they will noi 
be ratepayers, and consequently the very 
class of people whom the right honour- 
able Gentleman wishes to safeguard the 
ratepayers against will be on the register 
as voters, but will not be on the rate-book 
as ratepayers. Now, if the right honour- 
able Gentleman accepted the Amendment 
of the honourable Member for East Mayo 
he would not be diminishing in one iota 
the real safeguards in this Bill. We know 
from Scotch experience that there is no 
likelihood of extravagance merely be- 
cause the franchise is extended. We 
know that from experience in London, and 
also in the large cities in Ireland, such 
as Dublin, Belfast, and Londonderry, 
where they have now got the extended 
franchise similar to the Parliamentary 
franchise, and where the landlords pay 
half the rates. It is proved by Scotch and 
Irish experience that this supposed safe- 
guard is not necessary ; but what are we 
to think of an argument based upon a 
safeguard that does not exist? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
exist. 


It does 


Mr. McKENNA: The right honour- 
able Gentleman says it does exist, but 
he must know, as a matter of fact, in 
Dublin, and in other cities in Ireland, 
the poorest class of the inhabitants live 
in lodgings and tenements, and they will 
be on the register, and they will not be 
ratepayers. Therefore his safeguard is 
to meet a case that does not exist, and 
to provide against an evil which ex- 
perience has shown has never arisen. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The 
Amendment in question is certainly an 
improvement on clause 45, but anyone 
who understands the tenure of houses in 
towns must know that the question 
naturally arises, why does this Bill deal 
with county boroughs and towns at all? 
They do not get one penny out of the 
grant, because the agricultural grant 
does not touch them. In the county 
boroughs we have local government at 
present, for we have already our mayors 
and corporations, and all that you have 
done is that you have reduced the muni- 
cipal franchise to the Parliamentary 
limit. Is the argument to be that you 
are afraid of these men who will exercise 
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the franchise in future? The honourable 
Member has corrected this, and, of 
course, those who live in tenements and 
in houses occupying a certain number 
of rooms will also have a vote, and you 
have no protection against them. To 
put it in a very few words, you are need- 
lessly and uselessly introducing a vast 
amount of confusion into the present re- 
lations between landlord and tenant im 
county boroughs and towns, which it is 
absolutely unnecessary that you should 
have done at all. Take the city of Cork, 
and the same argument will apply else- 
where. In that place large numbers of 
the humbler class live in houses let at 
moderate rentals of about £15 and £20 
a year: I mean the clerks and the better 
class of working men. The system is 
that these men never pay rates at all. 
They pay their rent _half-yearly, 
quarterly, or monthly, as the case may 
be, but in nine cases out of ten they pay 
no rates. You now impose upon them the 
necessity of paying half the rent in ad- 
vance. I say that is unnecessary, and you 
are introducing into these county 
boroughs a complicated system which is 
utterly uncalled for. Then, again, you 
do not protect the yearly tenant, but 
you protect the leasehold tenant in the 
Amendment proposed by the right 
honourable Gentleman. You do not pro- 
tect the yearly tenant at ail, who has 
hitherto been in the habit of paying 
the city rate and the poor rate, and who 
deducted one or two small items, and 
half the poor rate, from his rent, but 
now you deprive him of that altogether. 
I believe that he has to give the land- 
lord notice to terminate the tenancy 
before he would be entitled to a release, 
and he must accept the new tenancy. 
I have been looking through this clause 
and applying the best of my intelligence 
to it, but I cannot see why it should be 
introduced at all in connection with 
county boroughs or towns. I freely admit 
that the Amendment put down by the 
right honourable Gentleman is an im- 
provement on the clause as it previously 
stood, but without saying anything about 
it I will conclude by again repeating 
that, in my opinion, the clause was 
totally unnecessary, and it implies a mis- 
trust of those citizens who are entitled 
to the municipal franchise, and that is 
is a provision in the Bill which was 
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totally unnecessary, and which I believe 
will not do any good. 


Mr. DILLON: I am sorry that the 
right honourable Gentleman could not 
see his way to go further than he has 
done in the Amendment to which he has 
drawn my attention. I admit that it 
is a concession, and I am extremely 
anxious to expedite the progress of busi- 
ness, although under ordinary circum- 
stances I should most certainly have 
pressed my Amendment to a Division. I 
now ask leave to withdraw it. 


*Sir C. DILKE: Before the Amendment 

is withdrawn—and I do not know that 
permission will be given to allow it to 
be withdrawn—I should like to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman if we can 
have any further information as to the 
most remarkable arrangement or about 
the two arrangements which were made 
upon the introduction of this Bill. We 
have heard a great deal about one 
arrangement, but to-night the Chiei 
Secretary told us that this matter was 
no part of the original arrangement. 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can ex- 
plain that. I used that as a sort of inci- 
dextal reference to what fell from the 
honourable Member for East Mayo in 
regard to the arrangement originally 
come to in May last, in which he stated 
that when he saw the Bill he was pre- 
pared to fall in with our financial pro- 
posals rather than lose the Bill alto- 
gether. 


*Sm C. DILKE: I will not pursue the 

matter further. The House is always 
very jealous of these arrangements made 
in advance, but, as the Leader of the 
House admitted, we were no parties to 
the arrangement. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I do not think 
the Chief Secretary has disposed of the 
substantial point, and I do not think it 
matters so much whether there was an 
arrangement or not. The point is 
whether this is to be regarded as pur- 
chase money for the municipal franchise. 
If it is, I think it is a thoroughly corrupt 
idea, and it is an idea which has tainted 
the whole of this Bill. It is absolutely 


corruption and bribery on the part of 
the Government. What is the principle? 


Mr. Flynn. 
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The principle is this. Irishmen are en- 
titled to self government, and to che 
franchise as part of that self-government. 
They are entitled to that as citizens cf 
the United Kingdom. The Government 
admit this, and their supporters admit 
it, but they say, “We will not confer it 
upon them unless they pay a certain 
price.” Now, one portion of that price 
is to be paid out of the Imperial Trea- 
sury. The right honourable Gentleman 
does not deny for a moment that these 
towns are perfectly competent to exercise 
the franchise, otherwise he would not 
have conferred it upon them. He cannot 
dispute the proposition that they are 
entitled to it, but he says, “I will not 
confer it except upon a certain condi- 
tion.” It is a most corrupt bargain, 
which is only to be carried out on the 
condition that it penaliser somebody 
else, and penalises townspeople in the 
interests of the landlords. As a protest 
against this system of corruption and the 
buying of privileges at the expense of 
somebody else, I think we ought to sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I should not have in- 
tervened at this stage but for the inter- 
ruption of the honourable Member for 
Carnarvon. I think we are entitled to 
say that this proposal is only adding in- 
sult to injury. If these people pay a por- 
tion of the taxes, this proposal is actually 
upsetting an arrangement which has 
existed for years, and this Act puts them 
to the trouble of having a new arrange- 
ment, while they have the privilege of 
paying for the benefit of somebody else. 
This is a thing which ought not to be, 
and I do not see why, if he does not 
give the ratepayers in the towns «ny 
relief, he should put them to the 
expense of entering. into a new arrange 
ment with the landlord. If he would do 
something for the towns in Ireland and 
in England he would have a very good 
case with which to come to the House. 
As I said before, I think it is only adding 
insult to injury that the people in the 
towns should have to pay towards the 
rates of the agricultural landlords. 


The House divided :—Ayes 95; Noes 
174._{Division List No. 222.) 
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Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
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FOR THE AYES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS 
Mr. McKenna 
Lloyd-George. 
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Murray, C. J. 
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Hackney) 


(Tyrone) 
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Christchurch) 
F. D. (Strand, 


More, Robert Jasper Stanley, Lord (Lanes) | TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Morrell, George Herbert Stone, Sir Benjamin | Sir William Walrond and 
Morrison, Walter 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 





Sullivan, Donal 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: We have 
entered our protest against these finan- 
cial clauses. The next Amendment 
atands in my name, and is— 


“To insert, after ‘Acts,’ page 28, line 24, 
the words ‘and the value of a holding shall be 
ascertained under the Land Purchase (Ireland) 
Acts.’” 


I do not wish to occupy the time of 
honourable Members any longer, and, 
seeing that no object would be gained 
by this particular Amendment, I do not 
propose to move it. 


Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 28, line 32, after ‘or’ insert ‘ other 
urban district or the commissioners of any.’” 


“ Page 28, line 37, after ‘lodgings’ insert 
‘and except that if made heretofore in respect 
of a half rent under section 63 of the Poor 
Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and the enactments 
amending the same, it shall continue to be so 
made.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 30, line 11, leave out ‘any charge in 
connection with.’ ” 
“Page 30, line 42, 


leave out from 


‘authority ’ to end of line 44, and insert ‘in the 
execution of the Labourers Acts, 1883 to 1896, 








Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Mr. Anstruther. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 


(Westmeath) | 


when incurred in the standard year, shall not be 
deemed to have been special expenses within 
the meaning of this section, and when here- 
after incurred, whether in respect of transac- 
tions begun before or after the passing of this 
Act.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 31, line 25, leave out ‘ said salary of 
one trained nurse,’ and insert ‘salary of the 
trained nurses.’”—(Sir 7’. Lea.) 

Sir T. LEA (Londonderry, §%.): 
This subject has already been de- 
bated, and on that occasion, I think 
the feelings of the House was clearly in 
favour of the proposal contained in this 
Amendment. I do not wish to repeat 
the arguments I used on the previous 
occasion. It is merely a question of the 
amount of money to be paid, and in the 
interests of good nursing I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to accept my Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It is impos- 
sible to accept this Amendment. The 
amount of money at our disposal is 


limited, ind the proposals of the Bill are 
most advantageous. There are also 
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reasons in connection with the provision 
of nurses to workhouses which justify our 
proposals. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I 
think the Amendment is a reasonable one, 
considering that the Local Government 
Board often compel the guardians of the 
unions to appoint trained nurses. In 
view of that compulsion we have a right 
to ask some such concession as is pro- 
posed in this Amendment. To refuse it 
will be unfair, ungenerous, and against 
the interests of the poor, the sick, and 
the afflicted. I desire to impress upon 
the right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary the desirability of accepting 
this Amendment. 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 31, line 29, after ‘ workhouse’ insert 
‘or engaged in the teaching of destitute or 
pauper children.’”"—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 32, line 16, after ‘Lord Lieutenant’ 
insert ‘on the report of the Commissioner of 
Valuation of those facts.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 32, line 19, at end, insert ‘ provided 
that this section shall be held to apply to har- 
bour charges in Bray, Dungarvan, and 
Kinsale.’”"—( Mr. J. O'Connor.) 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.) 
The town of Bray is excluded from 
the benefits of clause 50, and I ven- 
ture to think that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary must. see 
that Bray is quite entitled to the benefits 
of inclusion. The town commissioners 
have gone to great expense in building a 
harbour. It was not a harbour designed 
for the purpose of attracting visitors or 
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tourists, but as a refuge for the fishermen 
of the district. Many lives are lost on 
this part of the coast, and the construc- 
tion of the harbour was recommended by 
the fishery inspector and by a Royal Com- 
mission as a public work, and as security 
for the fishermen engaged in that 
locality. I am sure the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary will see 
that it is unfair to exclude Bray from 
the benefits of this clause, and I trust 
that he will devise some means by which 
the town may benefit. 


Mr. FLYNN supported the Amend- 
ment, remarking that the municipality 
of Bray found itself saddled with the 
cost of this harbour, and he thought they 
were entitled to the benefits of the clause. 


*Mr. DAVITT: May I appeal to the 
Government to accept the Amendment of 
the honourable Member for Wicklow, 
especially as everyone must admit who 
has been there that Bray is one of the 
most charming spots in Ireland, and the 
citizens have shown a praiseworthy spirit 
of industry in trying to make it attrac- 
tive to visitors. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Bray is a 
very rich district, and I do not consider 
that it is entitled to special privileges. 
I cannot see my way to accept this 
Amendment. 


Question put, and Amendment nega- 
tived. 


*Mr. Serszeant HEMPHILL: I only rise 
to say that, having argued in favour of 
Bray and other towns, I do not want to 
do it again. I only trust that at the 
next General Election the non possumus 
attitude of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary with regard to 
Bray may be recollected, and that the 
people will bear in mind what they get 
for supporting the right honourable 
Gentleman. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I hope the electors 
of Bray in my division will take no such 
action. 
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Question put. 
Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 24, after ‘counties’ insert 
‘at large.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 23, line 25, at end, insert ‘ and.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put, 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 





“ Page 33, line 26, leave out from ‘not’ to 
‘counties’ in line 27, and insert ‘if it is con- 
veniently possible to avoid it, be divided 
between more than two counties, and shall not 
in any case be divided between more than 
three.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 28, leave out ‘so.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 28, leave out ‘two counties’ 
and insert ‘more than one county.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 29, after ‘part’ insert ‘so 
far as it is not contained in an urban sanitary 
district. "—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 


Agreed to. 
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Amendments proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 29, after ‘size’ insert ‘and 
rateable value.’ ” 


“ Page 33, line 34, leave out ‘ two counties’ 
and insert ‘more than one county.’ ”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 36, at end of line, insert as 
a separate sub-section— 


“Where the boundary of any county or 
borough or county district or other area is 
altered by or in pursuance of this Act or any 
Order in Council made thereunder, the conse- 
quential alterations of the ordnance map shall 
be as soon as may be made through the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation in manner directed by the 
Lord Lieutenant in Council.”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask if this 
Amendment is one that ought to be in- 
serted? It is true that there are counties 
which are to remain for electoral pur- 
poses unchanged, but why the ordnance 
map is to be altered because of altera- 
tions made by the Local Government 
Board I cannot see. It may be that the 
Government understand the thing suffi- 
ciently, but it appears to me that it is 
not a thing that ought to be inserted in 
the Statute. It ought to be left to De 
partmental direction. This is the first 
time that you have provided for altera- 
tions in the ordnance map. We are put- 
ting in a provision that where the boun- 
daries are altered for the purposes of 
this Act alterations in consequence are 
to be made on the ordnance map. It is 
a very doubtful provision. Where should 
we be? We may be in the county Cork 
for one purpose and in the county Kerry 
for another purpose. 


. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This Act 
does not touch the Parliamentary boun- 
daries; they will remain distinct from 
the boundaries established under this Act. 
It is difficult to make alterations in the 














SS 


— 





1037 Local Government 


ordnance map. It is clear that these 
alterations should be made, but if the 
honourable Member insists upon the 
omission of the Amendment I shall be 
glad to omit it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 34, line 11, at end, add— 


“The power of the Local Government Board 
to divide a poor law electoral division into 
wards or to combine poor law electoral divi- 
sions for the purpose only of election shall 
cease, but nothing in this Act, nor in any 
Order made thereunder, shall affect—(a) any 
power of the Local Government Board in rela- 
tion to sanitary districts under section 7 of 
the Public Health Act, 1878; or (b) the 
general power of the Board to combine, divide, 
or otherwise alter district electoral divisions ; 
and the Board in the exercise of any such 
power may divide any townland. 


“Provided that any Order of the Local 
Government Board combining, dividing, or 
otherwise altering district electoral divisions, if 
made after the first day of May in any calendar 
year, shall apply to lists of electors in the next 
calendar year, and to any register of electors 
formed out of such lists, and to elections held 
after the time at which the register of electors 
so formed has come into force, and shall not 
apply previously.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 34, line 16, after ‘militia’ insert 
‘police registration.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 34, line 25, after ‘shall’ insert 
“subject to variation of boundaries.’ ”—( M7. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 34, line 30, leave out from ‘of the’ 
to ‘or’ in line 32, and insert ‘ Redistribution 
of Seats Act, 1885.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put. 

Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 34, at end, add— 


“The court house of a county at large when 
situate within a county of a city or town 
shall, while it continues to be such court 
house, be deemed to form part of the body of 
such county at large; provided that if any 
court held for the county of the city or town 
is held in such court house, the court house 
shall then be deemed, for the purpose of the 
jurisdiction of that court, to be part of the 
body of the county of the city or town. 


“Tt shall be lawful for Her Majesty the 
Queen, on petition from the council of any 


{ borough other than a county borough by letters 


patent, to revoke the grant of the commission 
of the peace for the borough, and to make 
such provision as to Her Majesty seems proper 
for the protection of interests existing at the 
date of the revocation. 


~ Notwithstanding anything in this Act, 
the same officer shall continue to be clerk of 
the Crown, and when the offices of clerk of the 
Crown and clerk of the peace are amalgamated, 
shall be clerk of the Crown and peace for the 
county of Antrim and for the county of the 
city of Belfast constituted by this Act, and 
the same officer shall continue to be clerk of 
the Crown and peace for the county of Lon- 
donderry, and for the county of the city of 
Londonderry constituted by this Act. 


“ Nothing in this Act shall affect the pro- 
visions of section 25 of the Municipal Corpora- 
tions (Ireland) Act, 1843, ‘nor the provisions 
of section 1 of the Quarter Sessions (Ireland) 
Act, 1845, which relate to the county of the 
city of Kilkenny. 


“The Juries (Ireland) Acts shall extend to 
any county of a city constituted by this Act in 
like manner as if it were mentioned in the 
same class in the first and second schedules 
respectively to the Jurors Qualification (Ire- 
land) Act, 1876, as that in which the counties 
of the cities or Dublin and Cork are 
mentioned, and jurors’ books shall be made for 
such county of a city accordingly.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 
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Question put— 
“ That these words be inserted.” 


Amendment proposed to said proposed 
Amendment— 

“Line 6, after the word ‘town’ to insert 
the words ‘and any court now held in the 
county of Dublin may also be lawfully held 
in a court in the county of the city of Dublin 
"and vice versd.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question put-- 


“That these words be inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 


Words inserted in the Bill, 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 37, line 20, after ‘business ’ to add 
“and if such board room and offices are situate 
outside their district, to hire a board room and 
offices.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 38, line 14, to leave out from begin- 
ning of line to end of line 18, and insert— 

“The council of a county, upon a proposal 
made by the council of a district in which any 
old road or public work is situate, or where 
the expenses of the maintenance of the road 
or work are levied wholly off the county, then, 
without such proposal, may, if the road or work 
appears to such county council to be useless, 
and they resolve so to do, stop up or abandon 
the road or work ; but if an objection by any 
ratepayer is lodged in the manner and within 
the time determined by an Order in Council 
under Part VI. of this Act, the said resolution 
shall be of no effect unless approved by the Local 
Government Board.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 38, line 40, after ‘council’ to add 
‘or county court.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 39, line 5, to leave out ‘under the 


Grand Juries Acts.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 39, line 8, after ‘surveyor’ to insert 
‘or surveyors.’”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 39, line 12, to leave out from the 
second ‘and’ to ‘be’ in line 15.”—(Sir Thos, 
Lea.) 


Mr. ATKINSON said that this Amend- 
ment was unnecessary, because, although 
by the Schedule the old Act was repealed, 
the Local Government Board still re- 
tained control. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 39, line 26, to leave out from beginnin 
of line to ‘part’ in line 32.°—(Mr. Geral: 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 39, line 35, after the second ‘ sur- 
veyor’ to insert ‘and any such secretary or sur- 
veyor or assistant surveyor shall not be 
appointed or removed, nor shall his salary be 
fixed or altered, without the concurrence of the 
Local Government Board, and he shall have such 
qualifications (if any) as may be prescribed.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 40, line 23, after ‘council,’ to insert 
‘ provided that an officer shall not be disquali- 
fied for superannuation by reason only of his 
acting as an officer of a school attendance com- 
mittee under the Irish Education Act, 1892.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 40, line 37, after ‘ officers’ to add ‘ or 
to the powers of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy 
Council or the Lord Lieutenant under sections 
68 and 69 of the Diseases of Animals Act, 
1894.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 1, after ‘necessary’ to insert 
‘for the performance of their duties in relation 
to lunatic asylums.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 11, to leave out ‘appointed 
under this section’ and insert ‘of a lunatic 
asylum, save that all reference in that Act to 
the approval of the inspectors of lunatics or 
of the Lord Lieutenant shall be repealed.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 12, leave out from 
beginning of line to ‘the grant’ in line 16.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 19, after ‘officer’ to insert 
‘and any such superintendent or medical officer 
shall not be appointed or removed, nor shall bis 
salary be fixed or altered without the concur- 
rence of the Lord Lieutenant, and he shall have 
such qualifications (if any) as may be pre- 
eaihed’ "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 26, after ‘ treasurer’ to insert 
‘and in the case of the clerk.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Mr. CONDON had on the Paper the 


following Amendment :— 


“Page 41, line 41, at end, to add— 


“(5) An urban district council may, with 
the approval of the Local Government Board, 
appoint a medical officer of health for their 
district and pay him a salary, and after such 
an appointment the district shall not be liable 
to contribute to the additional salary granted 
to the medical officer of a dispensary district 
by reason of his being medical officer of health : 
provided that the powers of this section shall 
not be exercised so as to diminish the salary 
or emoluments of any existing officer.” 


Mr. SPEAKER ruled that, as the 
Amendment proposed to deal with 
salaries, to be paid out of the rates, it 
was out of order on the Report stage. 


VOL. LXI. [Fovrtu Seris. } 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 42, line 14, to leave out sub-section 
1, of clause 67.”"—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: I altogether fail to 
understand what considerations induced 
the Government to introduce into the 
Bill the sub-section the omission of which 
I now propose. When I objected, on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, to the prin- 
ciple of this exclusion, which I regard 
as a penal provision, I was told by some 
honourable Members that the clergymen 
in Ireland of various denominations have 
no objection to this provision, and the 
Chief Secretary, in his speech on the 
Second Reading, gave, as well as I re- 
member, as the solitary reason in favour 
of this extraordinary departure from the 
law, as it prevails in Great Britain, that 
he considered that the business of Irish 
county and district councils would be 
more economically administered if clergy- 
men were kept off those bodies. I 
thought at the time that that was a very 
feeble and slight reason for introducing 
into a popular Measure like this a pro- 
vision which I felt sure would excite the 
greatest possible bitterness and feeling. 
What has occurred since then has fully 
justified the anticipations that I formed 
on the Second Reading. When the 
Standing Committee of the Irish bishops 
met they in the strongest possible terms 
protested against this proscription. 
About three weeks ago, when the general 
annual meeting of the Catholic bishops 
was held at Maynooth, they passed unani- 
mously a resolution protesting against 
the denial to Roman Catholic clergy- 
men of the ordinary rights of citizen- 
ship. Similarly, the Catholic clergy of 
the Diocese of Cloyne, under the presi- 
dency of the bishop, the Most Reverend 
Dr. Browne, met this last week and 
protested against this deprivation of civil 
rights. I confess that I deeply regret 
that this question has been raised by the 
Government at all. I think it is most 
unnecessary, most unwise, for the Govern- 
ment to raise this question in the present 
Bill. I have always held the view, and 
I hold it still, that if the Government 
had simply left the law in this regard ia 
Ireland the same as it is in Great 
Britain, the cases in which clergymen 
would have stood for the county coun- 
cils, or for the district councils, wouid 
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have been extremely few; I do not 
believe there is any great desire on the 
part of the Irish clergymen to enter the 
county councils, and 1 believe the cases 
in which they would have stood would 
have been very few, and they would 
have been cases well known to all of us, 
where in certain very poor districts it is 
exceedingly difficult for the people to 
obtain any educated man to represent 
their views on the council, except some 
popular local clergyman. But, as I say, 
if the question had been let alone, it 
would not have been a large questicn ; 
it would have been confined within 
extremely narrow limits. I am convinced 
that if this matter had been left alone, 
and the law had been made the same 
as it is, in Great Britain, very few clergy- 
men would have come forward. Some 
might, and I think it would have been 
very desirable if they did, and very much 
to the advantage of the unfortunate 
people. But I felt that when the Govern- 
ment, animated by whatever motive, 
introduced this law of proscription aimed 
at the clergymen of Ireland, and differing 
from the law as it exists in Great Britain, 
they were raising a very serious question 
indeed, and we are entitled to ask this 
question. We have been told on innumer- 
able occasions that the object of the 
Government was to make this Local 
Government Bill for Ireland in all its 
main particulars the same as the iaw 
is for England, except where special 
circumstances in Ireland necessitated a 
departure from the English law. Now, 
we are entitled to ask what are the 
special circumstances which justify a dis- 
ability being placed on the clergy in 
Ireland! It in the answer to that 
question which must be given that I 
see the whole mischief of this business. 
When we first raised the question what 
was the answer of the Government? The 
only answer given on the Second Reading 
was that, in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, the business of the county coun- 
cils, and the poor law unions would be 
more economically administered if the 
clergymen were kept off. Why does not 
that apply in Great Britain as well as in 
Ireland! It was perfectly manifest to 
every Member of this House that that 
answer was not the real answer. In 
Committee there was another answer 
given which I confess astonished me, 
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coming from any man of the intelligence 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary. The answer given by 
him was that there are certain special 
circumstances in Ireland connected with 
the influence of the clergy, which made 
it extremely undesirable that they should 
be admitted to the county councils, and 
we were given to understand that it was 
because of the great political influence 
exercised by the Catholic clergy in Ire- 
land—because there was no attempt in 
Committee to deny that this Measure of 
proscription is aimed at the Catholic 
clergy of Ireland chiefly, and I say 
entirely—the Government took this posi- 
tion, that the reason of this alteration 
of the law was that the Catholic clergy 
in Ireland are possessed of an amount 
of political influence which renders it 
desirable to proscribe them as a class, and 
to drive them off all these representative 
bodies. Sir, I think a more foolish 
reason was never given in favour of 
proscribing a class. In my judgment, a 
more fatal policy was never entered upon 
by a Government than to proscribe a 
class—I do not care what class it is— 
and deprive them of their right to repre- 
sent the people, on the ground that their 
political influence was too great. Has a 
Government ever succeeded in diminish- 
ing the influence of any class by such a 
proscription. I say that the whole of 
our political history teaches us that such 
proceedings always end in failure and 
disaster, and I believe that when you 
endeavour to draw a wall against a class 
to debar them from their rights of 
citizenship, the effect is invariably to 
increase the influence of that class 
amongst their own people. Let me 
examine for a moment what would be 
the logical effect of carrying out the 
principle laid down by the Chief Secre- 
tary in his speech in Committee. You 
consider it dangerous that the Catholic 
priests or clergymen of any denomina- 
tion should be admitted as candidates for 
the councils in Ireland, and you object 
on account of their too large political 
influence. Are you going to prevent them 
by this law from using their political 
influence? If that be your motive, then 
you are logically bound to go a great deal 
further. Why not forbid them from 
exercising the franchise ; why not forbid 
them speaking at elections; why not 
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forbid them from expressing any opinion 
upon political matters at all? I say you 
will not lessen their influence by this 
proscription, and, further, I say that you 
will rob this great enfranchising Act of 
a great deal of its healing effect on the 
Irish people by sending it to that people 
poisoned and marred by an insult to a 
most respected body ofmen. Igo further 
than that. I say it is an insult levelled 
at the whole people of Ireland. What 
is the ground on which the Government 
base or seek to justify this provision? 
It is, in point of fact, stripped of fine 
phraseology, that we are a priest-ridden 
people, and that we cannot take care of 
ourselves against our own clergy. I say 
that that is not only an insult to the 
Catholic clergy. I believe from what I 
have heard that not only the great body 
of Catholic clergy, but a very large 
section of the Protestant clergy are 
against this provision. It is an insult 
levelled not only at the Catholic priests 
of Ireland and at the clergy of other 
denominations, but it is an_ insult 
levelled at the whole people of Ireland, 
because it implies that the people of 
Ireland are ignorant and priest-ridden, 
and unable to work this great Measure 
of local government, unless the law pro- 
tects them against the clergy of their 
own Church. Would this provision have 
been inserted in the Bill if Ireland had 
been a Protestant country? It is put in 
specially, because Ireland is predomi- 
nantly a Catholic country. I say, there- 
fore, that it is an insult levelled at the 
priests of Ireland and at the people ot 
Ireland; that no sufficient justification 
has been shown for it; that it has, as I 
fully expected when I first heard the right 
honourable Gentleman explain the 
opinion of the Government on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, aroused feelings of 
the bitterest animosity in the minds of 
the Catholic priests. and bishops, and 
that instead of achieving the legitimate 
objects which the Chief Secretary had 
in mind, it will entirely fail and will have 
no effect whatever in diminishing the 
influence of Catholic priests or of clergy- 
men of any religious persuasion in Ire- 
land, but that it is an insult which will 
be deeply and bitterly resented by them 
and will furnish, I daresay, in the future 
matter for agitation and for demands for 
redress. I hope that after the Debate 
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that took place in Committee the Govern- 
ment will see their way to alter their 
minds in regard to this clause. I think 
it would have been greatly to the advan- 
tage of the Bill, and would have improved 
its chances of smooth working if this 
question had not been raised at all, but 
it has been raised, and I venture to say 
that the time will come when the Govern- 
ment will realise that in inserting this 
provision of the Bill they have made a 
great mistake. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): As an 
Irish Protestant I desire strongly to sup- 
port the Amendment and to join my 
Catholic colleagues on these benches in 
urging the Government to reconsider 
their position—in my humble judgment 
their very unfortunate and mistaken posi- 
tion—in regard to this important matter. 
It appears to me to be only too trans- 
parently evident as my honourable Friend 
has just said, that the insertion of this 
provision is directly aimed at the Catho- 
lic priests of Ireland, who, as everyone 
knows, form the vast majority of the 
Irish clergy. Now, as the Resolution 
which my honourable Friend has referred 
to clearly and forcibly points out, this 
provision virtually deprives the Irish 
priests of their civil rights as citizens, 
rights which have been freely extended 
to the clergy of Great Britain, and as 
this Resolution points out, the fact that 
the clergy of Great Britain enjoy these 
rights makes the exclusion of the Irish 
clergy all the more invidious and offen- 
sive. As far as I can understand, the 
chief reason—and I think the only reason 
—that has been advanced for this provi- 
sion is that the Catholic clergy of Ireland 
possess very considerable influence over 
the Irish people. But, Sir, it must be 
remembered that the Irish clergy possess 
that influence because they have always 
stood by the people in their troubles and 
difficulties, and have always assisted and 
advised them in all their troubles. It is 
because I am convinced that the advice 
and the assistance of the Irish clergy of 
all creeds would be of the utmost value 
in conducting the business of these new 
councils that I strongly support the 
Amendment of my honourable Friend. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON : I am not at 
all surprised that this Amendment has 


been moved by the honourable Gentleman 
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the Member for East Mayo, because 
it is mainly owing to the influence of 
the clergy that he and so many of his 
friends find themselves in this House. 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
says that this is a reversion to the old 
penal laws. It would be so undoubtedly 
if it proposed to exclude the Roman 
Catholic clergy, and did not exclude the 
clergy of other denominations, but the 
Government propose to exclude the clergy 
of all denominations. And permit me to 
say that the only denomination in Ire- 
land that has objected to this exclusion is 
the Roman Catholic denomination. None 
of the other denominations in Ireland 
have objected to it. They have all 
unanimously come to the conclusion that 
the exclusion from these councils of the 
clergy of all denominations is an exclu- 
sion that ought to form part of the Bill. 
Now, the honourable Member for East 
Mayo says that in this country the clergy 
are permitted to participate in county 
government. I venture to say that, if 
in this country—in England, or Scotland, 
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forward in the House of Commons and 
place yourselves on the same level as 
other denominations who have never 
attempted anything of the sort. The 
honourable Member for East Mayo read 
some resolutions come to by the Roman 
Catholic bishops in Ireland, which reso- 
lutions concluded with what, as far as I 
can make out, was a threat, and I am 
afraid they are just the people to carry 
out that threat, but I do not think the 
House of Commons ought to be domi- 
nated by a threat from the Roman Catho- 
lic bishops of Ireland or anybody else, 
and I say that if the Roman Catholic 
bishops of Ireland choose to make this 
threat, that in itself is an extra proof of 
the justice of this exclusion which is 
contained in the Bill. I have pointed 
out before, that it is impossible to divest 
our minds of the fact of the immense 
power which, as the honourable Member 
for East Mayo will not deny, the Roman 
Catholic bishops and priests of Ireland 
exercise not only on the religious views 
but upon the political views of their 








or Wales—there was a clergy possessing 
the great power that the Catholic clergy 
of Ireland possess 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


the Primrose parsons? 


What about 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : If the Eng- 
lish clergy possessed that power, and if 
they used that power not simply in the 
exercise of their religious functions, but 
for the purpose of obtaining political 
power and domination, I venture to say 
that the English people would never con- 
sent to allow the clergy to sit upon local 
governing bodies. I have every respect 
for the clergy of any religious denomina- 


tion in their proper place, but it is idle | 


for us to shut our eyes to the fact 
that in Ireland the Roman Catholic clergy 
have not been satisfied with exercising 


| people. At election times every Roman 
| Catholic chapel in Ireland is a rostrum 


| from which politics are preached. 
| 
| 


Mr. FLYNN That is absolutely 
wrong. 

CotoneEL SAUNDERSON: The proof 
of it is that 40 or 50 Members 


opposite are returned to this House m 
consequence of the influence exercised by 
the priests. We cannot shut our eyes to 
this fact. I ask the House to consider 
what chance would any Irishman have in 
standing for a county council if his own 
parish priest is to stand against him. Of 
course, it would be absolutely hopeless. 
There would be no semblance of fair play. 
| The result of accepting this Amendment 
would mean that in a great part of Ire- 
land, in the south and west, and in a 
great many of the midland counties, the 





| 
| 





their authority and influence in the pro-| ; 
mulgation of their religious beliefs, but | county councils would be altogether 
that they also devoted themselves to| under the influence of the priests. Judg- 
achieve political domination in Ireland. | 22 by their action in a recent case, 1 
I remember the Meath election and other | should say that their action on the 
elections where the Roman Catholic | county councils will have a very consider- 
clergy have achieved a dominant influence | able effect in increasing the immense 
in many constituencies in Ireland. _ If| power that they already possess in Ire 
they choose, they have a right to take|land. If the Protestant denominations 
that line, but you cannot eat your cake| in Ireland felt keenly on this subject 
and have it ; you cannot achieve domina-| they would have shown it very clearly, 


tion in politics in Ireland, and then come | and they have not shown anything of the 


Colonel Saunderson. | 
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kind. There has not been a single meet- 
ing of any denomination of Protestants 
to protest against this clause. I know 
the Protestant mind of Ireland better 
than many honourable Members of this 
House, and I most emphatically deny 
that any of the Protestant denominations 
feel aggrieved in the slightest degree by 
the clause as it stands. Therefore. I hope 
the House will not accept the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for East 
Mayo. As to this clause being an insult 
to the Irish people, I cannot conceive 
that that statement will have any weight 
in this House. If it is an insult at all, it 
is an insult to me, as much as it is to 
any other Irish Member here. I do not 
feel in the least insulted. I hope the 
House will stick by the Government and 
reject the Amendment of the honourable 
Member. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I desire to 
associate myself entirely with what has 
been said by my honourable Friend the 
Member for East Mayo. We have had 
some experience in this matter in Eng- 
land. When the Municipal Corporations 
Act was passed the Parliament of that 
date saw fit, on imperfect information, to 
exclude ministers of religion from th: 
councils. When, in the year 1888, we 
reconstructed our system of local govern- 
ment in the counties, by a Measure pro- 
posed by a Conservative Government, we 
resolved with the unanimous consent of 
both Parties in this House— 


“that clerks in holy orders, and other minis- 
ters of religion, shall not be disqualified from 
being elected.” 


Those are the words of section 2. That 
legislation was followed when we came 
to create our district and parish councils, 
and no one has yet been able to rise in 
this House and say that it has been 
attended with any pernicious results. 
Indeed, it is consistent with the most 
obvious principles of local and democratic 
government. Why should you exclude 
from the choice of the electors, who, after 
all, are the ultimate judges, any par- 
ticular class of the community from the 
position of candidate, and from the 
opportunity of being elected? If the 
priests have those occult powers of mis- 
chief which have been depicted in such 
lurid colours by the honourable and gal- 
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lant Member opposite, the electors can 
reject them if they see fit. [“Oh, oh!”] 
Why not? 


AN HONOURABLE MemBer: Because thev 
are afraid. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Then they are not fit 
for self government at all. The electors 
in Ireland are or are not free and inde- 
pendent, and capable of being entrusted 


with the management of their own 
affairs. If they are so much under the 


domination of the priests, what does :t 
matter whether you exclude the priests? 
Because, if you do not have the priest, 
you will have the priest’s nominees. 
What difference does it make whether 
the priest or a person named by the 
priest is selected! We in this country 
have found that the free and full exten- 
sion of the area of choice, coupled with 
the free and full extension of the area 
of those who are to choose, has been 
attended with most beneficial results, and 
I cannot possibly see upon what ground, 
consistently with the principle upon 
which this Bill is based, the application 
of that principle to a particular class in 
Ireland should be denied. The honour- 
able and gallant Member opposite has 
spoken of the enormous influence which 
he says is possessed by the Catholic 
priests of Ireland. Does he imagine 
that the influence of the priests is going 
to be destroyed or whittled down simply 
by excluding them from themselves 
becoming candidates! If their power 
exists, it will exist equally well, and be 
exercised equally effectively, whether the 
priest or anybody else is nominated. 
What the House has now to face is this 
question, whether in extending local self 
government in Ireland it should arbi- 
trarily exclude from the possibility of 
being elected a single class of the com. 
munity equally qualified by every con- 
sideration, both of property, of intelli- 
gence and of common sense, whether it 
should exclude those persons from among 
the number for whom the electors may 
vote. I fail to see how, consistently with 
the principle on which this Bill is based, 
such an exclusion can be justified, and I 
believe all parties in this House will 
agree that if local self government is to 
be a reality we must make the area of 
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choice co-extensive with the area of the 
electorate. 


*Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I 
would remind the honourable and gal- 
lant Gentleman the Member for Armagh 
[Colonel Saunderson] that the Roman 
Catholic Church in Ireland is not an es- 
tablished church, and that whatever 
power the Irish Catholic clergymen have 
comes to them, not by reason of an es- 
tablishment, but from the people. The 
power of the Catholic Church in Ireland, 
to which the honourable and gallant 
Member objects, comes to the Catholic 
priests directly from the Catholic people, 
and for the reason that the people of 
Ireland have confidence in their priest- 
hood—a confidence which the priesthood 
eminently deserve. 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON : I thought it 


came from the Pope. 


*Sir T. ESMONDE: Then all I can say 
is the honourable and gallant Member 


must improve his education in these 
matters. There is one point which has 
been omitted in this Debate, and it 


is this: that on the grand juries there 
is no objection whatever to clergymen of 
the Established Church in Ireland, or 
Protestant Church, serving upon the 
grand juries. I have myself repeatedly 
served upon grand juries in Ireland, on 
which clergymen of the Protestant 
Church have also served. I do not see 
why, if this power was allowed to 
Protestant clergymen under the old 
régime, it should be denied to Catholic 
or Protestant clergymen under the new 
régime. The honourable and gallant 
Member objected to the declaration of the 
Irish Roman Catholic bishops, and he 
said that the bishops in that declaration 
held out a threat to this House to which 
he hoped the House would not yield. Sir, 
the Roman Catholic bishops merely 
asserted the constitutional rights of the 
Roman Catholic clergy; they merely 
asserted their rights to the privileges of 
citizenship ; they made no threat to this 
House, but simply relied on the justice 
and fair play of this House to see that 
their constitutional privileges and rights 
were respected. I do not for a moment 
suppose that if this provision were not 
included in this Bill the Roman Catholic 
priests of Ireland would ever serve upon 


Mr. Asquith. 
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Irish county councils, or would ever be 
inclined to serve upon them, but I object 
to the provision simply on account of 
the stigma of political inferiority which 
it is sought to cast upon a very large 
section of Irish citizens, and I join 
heartily with the honourable Member for 
East Mayo in his protest against such an 
exclusion. 


*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): As 
an Irish Catholic I oppose the Amend- 
ments proposed by the honourable 
Member for East Mayo. I do so with the 
full consent and approval of very many 
priests, both in Ireland and England, I 
have received approval of our action from 
many of the best class of priests both in 
this country and in Ireland. They, with 
us, think it would be a cruel thing to 
pit an Irish priest, speaking perhaps 
from the altar, as a candidate against one 
of his own congregation for a place upon 
one of these boards. If this proposal of 
the Government be such an insult to the 
Irish people and to the Irish priests as 
the honourable Member suggests, it is 
certainly strange that several weeks went 
by between the Second Reading of the 
Bill and the time at which an Amend- 
ment was put down to reject this pro- 
posal by any Irish Member. As a matter 
of fact not one single Member from Ire- 
land moved in this matter until the right 
honourable Gentleman who sits on these 
benches, the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, moved in the matter. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg the honourable 
Member’s pardon. I put down this 
Amendment I think the second day after 
the Second Reading. It is true the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had moved in the 
matter, but it was only an hour or two 
before my Amendment appeared on the 
Paper. 


*Mr. HAYDEN: As a matter of fact 
the Amendment of the right honourable 
Gentleman appeared first on the Paper, 
and it was not till a considerable time 
after that other Amendments were pro- 
posed. It is also notorious that not one 
word has been said by an Irish priest or 
bishop to resent this terrible insult, and 
nearly four months elapsed before the 
First Reading of the Bill and the resolu- 
tions of the Irish bishops, which the 
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honourable Member for East Mayo has 
read. There was also an additional fact 
that in the Divisions what took place oa 
the Motion in the Committee stage, out 
of all the Irish Members only 29 of those 
who sit on these benches voted against 
this insult to their priests, who are so 
largely responsible for sending them to 
this House. In the Division which took 
place on that question in a less important 
form a few nights ago only 35 out of the 
70 men sent here to represent them sup- 
ported them, which goes to show there 
is little reality in their statement that 
the proposed exclusion is an insult to the 
priests of Ireland. We who sit on 
these benches represent a very large 


body of Catholic opinion, and I 
think we can speak for a _ certain 
number of priests. We have no 


desire to deprive priests or anybody else 
of the rights and privileges of citizen- 
ship, but we say that a class that has 
abused its privileges, that has united 
against the liberties of the people—{“ Oh, 
oh!” |—yes, it has united against them, 
and anyone who wishes to find proof of 
that can find it in the report of the 
Meath election petition. 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
They have been the defenders of the 
liberties of the Irish people for hundreds 
of years. 





*Mr. HAYDEN: I say we do not wish 
to deprive priests of the rights of citizen- 
ship, but we are not afraid to say to you 
in the House of Commons, and we are 
not afraid to say it in Ireland—we have 
said it in Ireland, and we were subjected 
to insult and persecution for saying it—- 
that we wish to preserve the rights of 
citizenship for the vast majority of the 
people of Ireland, and the majority of the 
people are far more important than any 
class, and we say that their liberty 
cannot be preserved to them if repre- 
sentatives of the majority have to stand 
up as candidates for these local bodies 
against their own clergymen, who have 
advantages that no laymen can possess, 
and who have shown that they can and 
will use those advantages to the utmost 
extent. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I regret that I cannot on this occa- 
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sion support my honourable and gallant 
Friend the Member for Armagh. This is 
not a matter of politics at all, and I do 
not agree with the honourable Member 
for Roscommon that the rights of 
citizens are being supported by those 
who are opposed to this Amendment. I 
believe what was said by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife was perfectly true—that it ‘s 
futile to attempt to war against the 
influence of the priests by excludiag 
priests from the exercise of the rights oi 
citizenship. I believe, on the contrary, 
that the sooner you bring the priest into 
the open the sooner you make him feel 
that, with the privileges of citizenship, he 
has to observe the responsibilities cf 
citizenship. The moment you give to the 
priest, whether Roman Catholic or 
Protestant, some privilege because he 1s 
a priest, or the moment you take away 
from him some privilege because he is a 
priest, you make him more or less a 
citizen. It seems to me that the whole 
history of Europe in the past, and the 
whole history of Europe in the present, 
is a pregnant lesson against giving 
special privileges to the clergy, or inflict- 
ing special disabilities upon them. I 
agree with my honourable and gallant 
Friend the Member for Armagh that the 
influence of the priests at elections in 
Ireland has been disastrous. Nothing, to 
my mind, can be more positively deplor- 
able than the influence of the priests in 
politics. But I do not believe for a 
moment that when you bring the priests 
into the forum of public criticism, when 
you subject them to the rough and tumble 
of an election, when they have to stand 
the criticism of opposing candidates—I 
do not believe that you will make them 
more powerful than they are now. I 
believe that Irishmen are like other 
people, and that they will want to 
get their business done in some 
way, and if they find that it is ill 
done by their representatives, be they 
priests or laymen, they will very sum- 
marily dismiss them and put others ia 
their place. I cannot see anything in 
the teaching of history or in contem- 
porary politics in favour of the special 
exclusien of clergymen of any denomina- 
tion from the sphere of local govern 


ment. I hold that a man is neither 
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more nor less a citizen because he hap- 
pens to be a priest. For these reasons 
I shall support the Amendment of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR The 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife, who intervened in 
this Debate in support of the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo, laid great 
stress upon the example of England, end 
in those solemn tones that he knows so 
well how to adopt he told us that in 
this country the admission of minist2rs 
of religion to the county councils was 
unanimously agreed to by every party 
in this House. Now, Sir, compare that 
unanimity with the difference of opinion 
that exists on this question in Ireland. 
Had my right honourable Friend con- 
sidered the comparison I think he would 
have seen that the cases of England and 
Ireland do not stand exactly on the same 
footing. But my right honourable 
Friend used an argument of a kind that 
I must confess did not greatly impress 
me. He said that this was a matter 
for the electors. The electors might 
reject those whom they thought unfit 
and elect those whom they thought fit, 
and he said that if it was necessary to 
impose those disabilities on the choice of 
the electors that only proved that the 
electors were not fit for self government. 
The electors are free and independent 
persons, says my right honourable Friend, 
and therefore should require no protec- 
tion. Sir, let me appeal to that logic 
which so distinguishes the right honour- 
able Gentleman, and let me ask him this 
question: Take the ballot ; what is the 
ballot but a protection of the free and 
independent elector? But, again, my 
right honourable Friend says it should 
be left to the electors to choose whom 
they should elect as their representative. 
If that is so why should not the same 
principle apply to the election of Mem- 

- bers of this House, and why should not 
women have the right to become mem- 
bers—a proposition of which my right 
honourable Friend has been a consis- 
tent onnonent! I think it is perfectly 
clear that in practice we have never 
recognised these general arguments from 
democratic principles. We have always 
looked, and rightly looked, to the con- 
siderations applicable in each particular 
case that has presented itself. Now I 
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come to the speech of the honourable 
Member for East Mayo. The honourable 
Member says that it was most unwise of 
the Government to raise this question. 
He says we should have left the English 
law as it stands, and,then it seemed 
to occur to him that Ireland is not in 
this matter, and in some other matters 
also, governed by English laws, but by 
Irish laws, and then he used a strange 
phrase. He said, “We should have left 
or made the law the same as in England.” 
Now, there is a great deal of difference 
between “leaving” and “making” the 
law the same. Whatever our wishes 
might have been it was absolutely im- 
possible for us to avoid raising this ques- 
tion. What we have done is as regards 
all councils except county councils, to 
leave the law in Ireland exactly as we 
found it. Had we done what the hon- 
ourable Member wishes we should have 
been obliged to insert a special provi- 
sion, so that under no circumstances 
could we avoid raising the question. The 
honourable Member for East Mayo says 
that the proposed exclusion of ministers 
of religion from membership of the 
county and district councils las created 
a bitter sense of injustice in Ireland. 
Sir, I very much doubt that. I have 
received during the course of this Bill 
innumerable representations upon very 
many points connected with it. I hava 
received some communications upon 
this particular point, but out of all the 
communications I have received during 
all these months the only one addressed 
to me personally with reference to this 
clause in a sense adverse to the proposal 
made by the Government was from a 
Protestant clergyman, who objected to 
clergymen being excluded. I think he 
was almost a unique specimen of his 
class. I have, however, received a cer- 
tain number of communications, not only 
from Roman Catholic laymen, but from 
Roman Catholic priests, and in no single 
case has there been any expression of 
the strong feeling of resentment of which 
the honourable Member for East Mayo 
talks. Of course, I know on what he 
bases his statement. He rests on the 
declaration of the hierarchy, but whether 
that declaration corresponds with lay 
opinion in Ireland is another question. 
The declaration of the hierarchy rests 
upon what they describe as the ordinary 

















1057 Local Government 


rights of citizens. Can the right to be 
elected to serve on administrative bodies 
in this country be properly described as 
an ordinary right of a citizen? Ministers 
of religion of any denomination have no 
right to sit in this House. Then take 
the case of local government in England. 
It is perfectly true, as my right honour- 
able Friend said, that the ministers of 
religion were by the Local Government 
Act of 1888 admitted to membership of 
district councils and county councils, 
but there was at the time an existing 
disqualification to their sitting on the 
councils of municipal boroughs. Was 
that disqualification removed? No; it 
exists at the present moment. As a 
matter of fact, we have, so far as the 
existing law goes, not deviated from it 
on this question, but have strictly fol- 
lowed it. We have adhered to the Eng- 
lish precedent in every respect, except 
that we have not admitted ministers of 
religion to membership of the councils. 
Now, why have we done that? I ob- 
serve that Roman Catholic bishops in 
their declaration have said—I will not 
call it a threat, but they have stated— 
that if the priests are debarred from 
sitting on the councils, they will, at all 
events, continue to exercise their in- 
fluence outside. Here we come to the 
real point. What kind of influence is 
it that experience shows is exercised by 
the priests in Ireland? Sir, I am afraid 
there can be no doubt that it has been 
most unfortunately, as I consider, the 
practice of the priests in Ireland to carry 
into the domain of politics the arms of 
spiritual warfare. That is the real dis- 
tinction in this matter between Englaud 
and Ireland. In England such a thing 
does not occur, or, if it does occur, it 
is immediately resented by those upon 
whom it is brought to bear. In Ireland, 
unfortunately, that is not so. I ask the 
House: suppose a Roman Catholic priest, 
say, in the west of Ireland, were to stand 
for one of these county councils; does 
anyone who knows Ireland imagine for 
a moment that the electors would really 
be perfectly free to use their judgment, 
and that they would use their judgment 
merely as to whether the election of such 
& priest increased the strength of the ad- 
ministrative body ? 


AN HONOURABLE Memper: Certainly. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I hear one 
honourable Member say “Certainly.” I 
am sure myself that the real conviction 
of even honourable Members who sit oppo- 
site, is that every influence would be 
brought to bear, spiritually and other- 
wise, to ensure the priest’s election. 
[“ No, no!”] I will grant, if you like, 
that very few priests would stand if they 
were eligible, but I say that those who 
did stand could not afford not to be elected, 
and it is certain that they would use 
their influence, not merely as ordinary 
citizens, but as priests, to secure ‘that 
election. I say actual experience in Ire 
land abundantly bears that out, and it is 
really impossible for anybody who is 
acquainted with the condition of affairs 
to dispute it. My right ‘honourable 
Friend the Member for Belfast has ad- 
mitted all this, but he has not drawn 
the conclusion from it which we have 
drawn. He says that whatever influence 
the priests now possess they will con- 
tinue with undiminished power to use, 
although that influence will be exer- 
cised outside. Now, I do not believe 
myself that whatever the power of 
the priests may be outside, it is the same 
thing whether they sit or do not sit upon 
these councils. If they do not sit upon 
these councils, we believe that these 
administrative bodies will be freer to 
exercise their judgments apart from 
priestly influence. I admit that there 
may be a good deal to be said on the 
other side. One of the difficulties in 
connection with the administration under 
the new system which will be established 
by this Bill will be that of securing a 
sufficient number of instructed and 
capable men to fill the posts of councillors, 
and I am perfectly ready to admit that in 
many cases, in mere point of ability and 
education, no better candidates could be 
found than the priests. No doubt there 
is something to be said on both sides, 
but, weighing the arguments and judging 
the matter impartially, I believe that the 
interests of administration will be best 
served by maintaining the Bill as it at 
present stands. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
venture to think that the honourable and 
gallant Member for Armagh was hardly 
correct in the facts which he put before 
the House. It is idle to deny that the 
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clergy of Ireland of all denominations ex- 
ercise a greater influence than the clergy 
of England. That is true of the north as 
well as of the south ; it is true of Protes- 
tants as well as of Catholics. It is due 
to facts in the history of the country, to 
which it is unnecessary to refer, but 
which are within the knowledge of every 
Member of the House. Nobody ac- 
quainted with Belfast would deny that 
Dr. Magee exercises a great influence in 
that city, and I believe deservedly. I 
would remind the House of the fact that, 
although I believe there have been few 
instances of Presbyterian ministers being 
returned to this House from Scotch con- 
stituencies, there have been such minis- 
ters returned sometimes as Nationalists 
and sometimes as Unionist Members. 
There is no doubt that the priests and 
clergy of all denominations do exercise in 
Ireland a very great influence. But why 
are you to have men of this great influ- 
ence excluded practically from all the 
local bodies! The exclusion does not 
exist to-day. There are a number of 
local bodies existing in Ireland to-day 
upon which clergymen are permitted to 
serve. Take the case of grand juries. 
Priests as such are not excluded from 
the grand juries, nor are Protestant 
ministers of religion. Take, again, the 
presentment sessions. There is nothing 
to prevent them sitting on those bodies. 
Take, again, the district asylums 
boards. Those boards are appointed by 
the Lord Lieutenant, which means, of 
course, the Chief Secretary. It has been 
the custom of successive Chief Secretaries, 
year after year, to appoint a large num- 
ber of ministers of religion to sit upon 
those boards, and I would ask the Chief 
Secretary why, if it is inconsistent with 
free administration, he has appointed 
priests and even bishops to sit upon the 
asylums boards? Has he ever had a 
single complaint from a layman, a mem- 
ber of those boards, that any undue influ- 
ence was attempted to be used as a 
clergyman by one whom he himself had 
nominated? And I would remind him 
that one of the chief administrative 
duties which will be taken over by the 
new councils will be those of the asylums 
boards. We have the fact that the Chief 
Secretary has year after year nominated 
priests to take part in important adminis- 
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trative duties, and yet now we are told 
that the people are not to be allowed to 
elect the very men whom the Chief Secre- 
tary himself has appointed. I put it to 
the House that that affords a clear proof 
of what it is the Chief Secretary really 
means. The right honourable Gentle- 
man, in proposing and adhering to this 
clause, does not show so much a distrust 
of the priest as distrust of the people of 
Ireland. The only precedents the right 
honourable Gentleman could cite for this 
exclusion were two, and both were due to 
the same period in the history of this 
House. There is the exclusion which is 
contained in the Irish and English Muni- 
cipal Corporations Act, and there is the 


exclusion under the Irish Poor Law. 
During the period of Whig domination 


there was a general distrust 
the clergy to have anything to do with 
political affairs. I do not suppose there 
are many Whigs left in politics to-day ; I 
find they have apparently on this point 
their successors behind me, but, however, 
there are not many Whigs in this House 
to-day. The Whigs of that time, with a 
narrow spirit that has not been held by 
the Liberals who succeeded them, were 
against allowing the clergy the rights of 
citizenship. They were not allowed to 
take part in municipal politics, and in Ire- 
land they were refused any part in the 
administration of the poor law. With 
those two exceptions, due to an excep- 
tional period in our administration, there 
is no precedent for the exclusion which 
the Chief Secretary now proposes. Then, 
again, these county councils will be the 
authority for technical education. There 
is no more important duty which will be 
confided to the new bodies than that con- 
nected with technical education. And it 
is essential that for a good system 
of technical education you should have 
harmonious working between the 
elementary schools and the technical sys 
tems. In almost every parish in Ireland 
the priests are the managers of the ele- 
mentary schools ; so that youare exclud- 
ing the very men whose knowledge and 
experience would be of the greatest 
assistance in dealing with the important 
subject of technical education. I ask 
whether that is not entirely contrary to 
the interests of good government. 

will refer to another instance. On the 
Congested Districts Board, of which the 


of allowing 
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Chief Secretary is a member, there is a 
Catholic bishop and another Catholic 
priest. I would ask whether the presence 
of these gentlemen upon that board has 
not been found of the greatest service in 
its deliberations, and why? Because in 
the congested districts which they repre- 
sent, there is unfortunately, owing to the 
social condition of the country, the great- 
est difficulty in finding men of education 
who can give up sufficient time for public 
service, and to perform public services 
with the requisite ability. Under this 
Bill it will be necessary in the congested 
districts to select many hundreds of men 
to perform these local duties. I ask 
why there should be excluded from the 
new bodies the very clergymen who have 
been proved by the voice of the Chief 
Secretary—I suppose we could point to 
no higher example of administrative 
wisdom—to have been always of 
great service in practically the same 
capacity. I venture to think that 
in the interests of good government 
in Ireland the decision at which the 
Government have arrived is most unfor- 
tunate. I admit, of course, freely, that 
from some points of view something may 
be said for this exclusion as for every 
exclusion, but I venture to think that 
the experience of all other countries 
points against the wisdom of the Chief 
Secretary's decision. Take the case of 
France. There is no more anti-clerical 
Government than that of France, and yet 
priests in France are eligible for every 
public body—for the Councils of 
the Departments, for membership of 
the Chamber of Deputies, and even 





for membership of the Senate. 
There is no district in Ireland 
where priests have more _ influence 


than they have in Lower Brittany. 
Priests are members of the Departmental 
Councils in Brittany, but I have never 
heard that their influence there has been 
found contrary to the interests of 
good government. I never heard that 
even the most extreme anti-clerical 
member sent to represent the most anti- 
clerical part of France in the French 
Chamber of Deputies has got up and 
moved the exclusion of the clergy. Surely 
the Chief Secretary, the spokesman of a 
Government returned to power largely 
by the influence, the legitimate influence, 
of the clergy of the Church of 
England in this country, as the 
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spokesman of their interests in 
English matters, ought to be ashamed of 
taking an extreme anti-clerical position 
in this House which none of the anti- 
clericals of France would ever ven- 
ture in the French Assembly to 
adopt. It is not a position, I venture to 
think, which will facilitate the working 
of this Bill. I should have thought that 
a Conservative Government would have 
recognised that in the main the clergy 
of Ireland are a conservative force ; that 
if at various times in the past they have 
been driven into opposite courses it has 
been mainly by such exclusions as that 
which is imposed by this clause. It 
seems to me extraordinary that a Con- 
servative Government should propose to 
exclude from the local bodies of Ireland 
the most naturally conservative force 
in the community, and I venture to think 
that in doing so they are not true even 
to the traditions of their own party, that 
they have committed a mistake in the 
interests of their party, and, what is still 
more important, a mistake which will 
leave an embittered feeling in the minds 
of those whom it is the greatest interest 
of every man who is entrusted with any 
share in the government of Ireland to 
reconcile to the existing state of affairs. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin, Co., S.). 
As I am forced to throw in my lot with 
this Amendment, I hardly like to give a 
silent vote. I cannot agree with the 
honourable and learned Member who 
has just spoken. I think it is ridiculous 
to talk of the decision which the Govern- 
ment has arrived at as an insult to the 
clergy. I cannot imagine anything more 
conciliatory than the tone adopted by 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary throughout, and I think 
we must all agree that there has never 
been a Minister who sat upon those 
benches who has shown less bigotry on 
all religious questions in connection with 
Treland. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I do not think 
that I made any attack upon the tone 
adopted by the right honourable Genc'e- 
man the Chief Secretary. I merely said 
that the proposal was one which had not 
been made even by the most anti-clerical 
members of the French Assemblies. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: At any rate, I do 
not think the proposal is anti-clerical, 
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because, after weighing the pros and cons 
with great ability, the right honourable 
Gentleman has arrived at the opposite 
conclusion to that at which I arrived, 
not, I admit, on quite so deep grounds, 
but simply upon my own experience in 
Ireland and with a very large knowled;: 
of the Irish priesthood. Sir, this Hous: 
has largely interested itself in the atti- 
tude of the priest in politics in the past. 
It ought to be remembered that the 
priest has not always been in politics in 
Treland. O'Connell brought him in, and 
he has remained there ever since. I 
think anyone who knows anything of 
Irish life will bear me out when I say 
that the number of priests who have taken 
an active part in politics is grossly 
exaggerated. The vast number of priests 
who attend to their religious duties and 
take no part in politics are never heard 
of at all; they do not appear in the 
newspapers, and those who do appear in 
newspapers are taken as a type of the 
entire class. The influence that they 
are exercising in politics is undoubtedly 
very much less now than it has been, 
in even recent years. I feel too very 
strongly that the Government show a 
want of faith in the healing effect of 
their Measure. If their Measure suc- 
ceeds, as I believe it will, I am quite 
confident that the inducement for the 
priests to take an active part in politics 
will be very much less than it has beea 
in the past. Furthermore, I am certain 
that they have no desire at present to 
take an active part in local adminisira- 
tion. There may be a few districts 
where it is very hard to constitute the 
new councils without their aid, but those 
are very poor and backward districts 
where politics do not run high. In the 
few cases where priests are likely to be 
elected I do not think their election 
would do any harm. To put the whole 
matter in a nutshell, I do not believe 
myself that the priests want to take 
part in the working of these bodies. If 
I did think they were anxious to do so 
I should certainly vote against the 
Amendment, but I think that their ex- 
clusion will do a great deal more harm 
than their admission. 


Local Government 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is hope 
less to expect anything like an 
effective Debate upon this question; 
but I should like to ask _ the 
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House and Government to consider this 
matter in relation to the subject-matter 
of the Bill itself. | Everyone who has 
spoken upon this subject has assumed 
that these county councils will be legisla- 
tive bodies. They will be nothing of 
the kind; they will be purely adminis- 
trative bodies. What are the subjects to 
be dealt with by these bodies! Roads, 
fences, bridges, drains; those are the 
main subjects. How can sacerdotalism 


possibly come into such work as 
that? It is ridiculous to suppose 
that it can come in at all. Another 


part of the duties of the councils is the 
making, levying, collecting, and recover- 
ing poor rate, the business of the guar- 
dians under the Diseases of Animals Act, 
and the Destructive Insects Act of 1870.” 
These are the subjects upon which the 
“terrible priest in politics” may be sup- 
posed to be brought to besr within the 
county councils. Then as regards their 
powers outside the county council, does 
anyone believe the priest will stand for 
the county councils! I do not believe if 
this Amendment were accepted by the 
Government that throughout the length 
and breadth of Ireland one single Catho- 
lic priest would stand; and I further 
believe that the bishops who passed the 
resolution, if any priest attempted to 
stand, would instantly make a synodical 
decree preventing such candidature. But 
it may be said, why do you struggle 
against this prohibition if that be so. I 
believe the bishops passed this resolution 
simply in order to resent what they re- 
garded as an insult. I believe that the 
Chief Secretary is free from all taint of 
bigotry ; I make no such charge against 
him, although undoubtedly we have had 
again and again to differ with him. I 
believe he has brought in this prohibition 
largely in order to sooth the bigotry of 
those in the north of Ireland who fear 
the inclusion of the priests, and who 
would regard that inclusion as another 
objection to the establishment of a system 
of local government for Ireland. I believe 
if this Amendment were passed, the only 
effect it would have as a practical mea- 
sure would be that you would have scores 
of Presbyterian and Protestant clergy- 
men in Ulster acting as candidates aad 
sitting as county councillors, whereas | 
believe that no one single Roman Catho- 
lic would seek election at all. The right 
honourable Gentleman has stated that 
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exclusions already exist. But, Sir, when 
were those exclusions passed? The Poor 
Law Act was passed in the first year of 
the reign of the Queen, 1837, eight years 
after emancipation. The Muncipal Coc- 
porations Act was passed in the third and 
fourth Victoria, 11 years after emancipa- 
tion. Are the models of the Queen's 
reign in that respect to remain unchang-d 
after 60 years’ experience, after 60 years’ 
toleration, after 60 years’ emancipation?! 
Are the Queen’s subjects to be treated in 
the same way and in the same spirit at 
the conclusion of her reign as they were 
at the beginning in Ireland, and in Ire- 
land alone! This Debate has been to 
some extent a painful one for Irishmen. 
I agree that there was some force in the 
argument of the Chief Secretary that 
there was divided opinion in Ireland in 
relation to this question. The honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for Ros- 
common has taunted Members sitting on 
these benches with being the priests’ re- 
presentatives. I should like to know 
what we were when Mr. Parnell was 
chairman of a united party. Were we 
then the priests’ representatives? I can 
only say that Mr. Parnell’s return to this 
House was largely due to the very priests 
referred to by the honourable Gentleman, 
and especially to the Bishop of Meath. 
Be that as it may, I admit that such 
speeches as we have had to-night lessen 
our hope of having an effective Division, 
much less an effective Debate, upon this 
question ; but upon the whole, looking at 
the position of the Government without 
heat, and, I hope, with seme endeavour 
to appreciate the difficulties that lie in 
their way, the conclusion I have come to, 
as a juror, upon this difficult question is 
that, instead of diminishing the power 
of the priests by the course which you 
have taken, you are driving them into a 
position of antagonism—you are driving 
them to the front. They believe that 
this exclusion has been levelled against 
them; they believe that they are now 
a proscribed band in Ireland. Speeches 
such as that which has been made to- 
night by the honourable Member for Ros- 
common are not likely to induce them to 
lessen their efforts or diminish their influ- 
ence. It is opposition of that kind which 
will lead them to put forth further effort 
and further determination. The only 
result, I believe, of this exclusion will be 
that instead of having peaceful elections 
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—elections in which solely questions of 
administration will be considered— 
another element will now be imported 
into these contests, from the fact that the 
Orange Party on the one hand and the 
Party represented by the honourable 
Member for Waterford on the other, have 
joined hands in a kind of blood brother- 
hood on this question, in order to exclude 
the priests from their due share in the 
administration of these county affairs. 
That, I think, will be the only result. I 
think it is a deplorable result, and upon 
the whole I think that, however strongly 
the honourable Member for Waterford 
and his friends may feel, they might per- 
haps have done better for themselves and 
their country, and the religion they pro- 
fess, if they had left the advocacy of 
these exclusions solely and entirely to the 
Orange and Ascendancy Party. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Speaking as the representative of the St. 
Patrick’s Division, Dublin, unopposed at 
the last election, I think I am entitled 
to voice the opinion of my constituents 
upon this subject. My colleague, the 
honourable Member for Roscommon, who 
represents probably the most Catholic 
constituency in Ireland, is also entitled 
to voice his opinion. We have heard @ 
good deal in this Debate from Gentlemen 
who say that they voice the entire Catho- 
lic opinion of Ireland. I deny that. 
There is a large amount of educated inde- 
pendent Catholic opinion in Ireland that 
is entirely with us on this question. We 
have had read to the House a manifesto 
from the Catholic bishops. The bishops 
—of whom I desire to speak with all 
respect—did not issue a manifesto at the 
time of the Parnellite crisis, when certain 
dignitaries of the Church practised some- 
thing very like coercion towards the Par- 
nellite candidates. It is because I am in 
favour of freedom of opinion and cf 
liberty of action in politica: matters that 
I intervene in this Debate at all. We 
are told by honourable Members on this 
side of the House that we are intolerant 
to the clergy. I want to know what 
tolerance the clergy showed during the 
time of the Parnellite crisis. We have 
been told also that there were exceptional 
circumstances Why this exclusion should 
not exist. I say that these special cir- 
cumstances which exist in Ireland at the 
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present time go to justify the exclusion. 
We have not forgotten the Meath Elec- 
tion Petition, and we remember the 
famous phrase, “fire to his heels and fire 
to his toes.” We ‘are told that reverend 


Local Government 


gentlemen are denied the rights of 
ordinary citizenship. I say they are not 


ordinary citizens. I maintain, as a 
Christian and as a Catholic, that, where 
a man is charged with a sacred mission, 
he is better employed in the sphere of 
his elevated duties than he is in mundane 
politics. I do not desire to say anything 
disrespectful, but I ask the House to 
imagine an election in Belfast with the 
Rev. Dr. Kane as a candidate on the 
one side and the Roman Catholic parish 
priest on the other. What would be 
likely to happen, in such a case, on the 
Shankhill Road? I am quite certain 
that honourable Members who vote 
against us, in their calmer moments, will 
come to agree with the conclusion at 
which we have arrived, and that is that 
in the future the administrative govern- 
ment of Ireland will be far better carried 
on without any sectarian influence, and 
that it is for laymen to manage lay 
affairs. This is really no policy of exclu- 
sion, because ministers of religion have 
never asked for these positions. So far 
as I am aware, there is no desire on 
their part for them. Probably, I have as 
much intercourse with the priests of my 
religion as any man of this House, and 
I have never heard from any priest or 
parson (and I have friends amongst the 
parsons, too) the slightest desire to inter- 
fere in the management of county coun- 
cils. I do not intend to further delay 
the House, but I hope that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary will stand by the clause he has intro- 
duced, and I can tell him, as an indepen- 
dent Member, that a large body of 
Catholics in Ireland, including a number 
of priests, will thank him for the course 
he has taken. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It is 
not unnatural that a question of 
this kind should induce a_ certain 


amount of feeling and a certain strength 
of language, but I cannot help deprecat- 
ing the continuance of this discussion. I 
do not wish to survey again the argu- 
ments which have been brought before 
us, but there is one observation which 


Mr. Field. 
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I should like to make. The learned 
Gentleman who spoke last but one, and 
spoke very temperately and ably upoa 
the subject, rather regarded this as an 
attack upon, or an insult levied at, the 
Roman Catholic priests. I can assure 
him that that is not the intention of the 
Government. Our intention was the 
very opposite of any attack or insult 
upon the Roman Catholic priests. The 
clause deals with ministers of all denomi- 


nations, and it is not levelled against 
one or another, and the honourable 


and learned Member himself will admit, 
I think, that if the clause were cut out 
of the Bill the number of priests who 
would be likely to take part in county 
council work would not be very great. 
I frankly admit that this is a question 
upon which there is, and perhaps inevi- 
tably must be, some difference of opinion. 
We have given very anxious attention io 
the matter, and we are inclined to think 
that, in the interests of all concerned, 
laymen and clergy—laymen of all polii- 
cal opinions, clergymen of all denomira- 
tions—and in the interests of local 
government in Ireland, the exclusion to 
which exception has been taken would, 
on the whole, be advantageous. But, 
Sir, however that may be, am I not 
right in saying that, in my judgment, 
the Debate has now sufficiently covered 
every aspect of the question! Difficult 
as the question is, apt as it is to raise 
unpleasant controversies even between 
friends, we may perhaps now come to a 
decision upon it. I would just remind 
the House that we have still much work 
to do, and I trust the appeal that I make 
will not be thought unreasonable. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): I do not regard this as a ques- 
tion which raises religious differences at 
all. I think it is quite possible for men 
of different religious creeds to have 
different views of this question. To my 
mind, it is a question which goes down 
to the very roots of religious liberty and 
statesmanlike progress. I confess I cannot 
share the view of the honourable Member 
for Roscommon and the honourable and 
gallant Member for North Armagh, that 
the best way to meet what they regard as 
clerical domination is an exclusion like 
this. I do not fear any power which is 
associated with responsibility ; what I do 
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fear is irresponsible power. I can find 
no answer whatever to the argument of 
my right honourable Friend the Member 
for East Fife, that if there be a strong 
clerical injuence in Ireland—and no one 
can deny that there is—you have io 
make your choice between dealing with 
the priest or with the nominee of the 
priest, and that in one case the priest 
has to come in and fight the question 
simply as a secular question and a ques- 


tion of public affairs; and, in the other | 


case, the priest exercises his influence 
without any responsibility whatever. It 
has been said here to-night that clergy- 
men of all denominations are excluded 
from membership of this House. I have 
always been against that exclusion. I 
have seen clergymen in the French Assem- 
blies, and I do not see any reason why 
anybody should be excluded from the 
public bodies of the country to which 
they cannot be admitted without the 
free choice and vote of their fellow- 
citizens. Catholic clergymen are admitted 
to public bodies in this country; they 
are members of boards of guardians and 
other bodies, and are found to be very 
good members too. Now, what is the 
position that I am asked to place myself 
in by those who oppose this Amendment? 
I am asked, as an Irish Nationalist, by 
the assistance of English votes against 
the majority of Irish votes, to inflict an 
exclusion upon Catholic priests in a 
Catholic country which is not inflicted 
upon them in a Protestant country. I 
confess I am utterly unable to reconcile 
that position with my views as an Irish 
Nationalist in this House. I am not 
more in favour than any Member on the 
opposite side of the House can be of 
undue clerical influence in political affairs, 
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but the law is quite able to deal with 
cases of undue clerical influence, and so 
long as the clerical influence is used 
openly no harm can be done. The mis- 
take honourable Members seem to me to 
make is this. They think to exclude 
clerical influence by excluding the 
priests. In my opinion, they are going 
the best way to unduly exaggerate that 
influence. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: This is a 
matter about which I feel so strongly 
that I would not like to give a silent 
vote. I regard this clause as a gross 
and deliberate insult to every minister 
of religion in Ireland, no matter to what 
denomination he belongs, although, no 
doubt, it is more particularly levelled at 
the Roman Catholic priesthood. I have 
read a work entitled “The History of 
England in the Eighteenth Century,” and 
I find there 40 pages devoted to an 
account of “ priest-hunting” in Ireland. 
That is a book written by W. E. H. 
Lecky. I wonder what has become of 
it? This clause I call a “ priest-hunting” 
clause, and it deserves to be cut out and 
pasted in that chapter written by the 
right honourable Member for Dublin 
University. The clergy of Ireland deeply 
resent this insult to their cloth. It will 
alienate any little sympathy the priest- 
hood may have got with the right honour- 
able Gentleman, and they will no doubt 
follow out the policy suggested in the 
declaration of the bishops that has been 
read to-night, and see that their influence 
is exercised to the best of their ability. 


The House divided :—Ayes 165 


; Noes 
74.—{Division List No. 223.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
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Balfour,Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
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Rentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Langs) 
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Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
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Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
a Lord Alwyne 
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Ccuneniie F. S. W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col E. T. D. 
Cox, Robert 
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Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
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Hanson, Sir Reginald 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Helder, Augustus 
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Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn — 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.} 
Allison, Robert Andrew _ 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 


Bethell, Commander 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick G. H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Uwen 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legh, Hon. T. W. (Lancs) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
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Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
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Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McKillop, James 

Milbank, Sir P. C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
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Morrell, George Heroert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Pollock, Harry Frederick 
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Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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Round, James 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Waring, Colonel Thomas 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
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Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
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Amendment proposed-— 


“Page 42, line 16, at end, insert ‘until a 
period of two years has passed after the 
passage of this Act.’”"—({Mr. Murnaghan.) 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: Even after the 
Division we have just had, I venture to 
hope that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will accept this Amendment. After 
the first elections, and when the country 
has had time to settle down to the work- 
ing of the new régime, there can be no 
reason to continue the disqualification of 
a highly-respected class of the Irish com- 
munity. I think the right ‘honourable 
Gentleman is desirous of doing what he 
can to meet the wishes of the Irish people, 
and I believe that if he will accept this 
Amendment he will remove what is a 
great blot upon the Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
accept this Amendment. If, as we be- 


lieve, there are valid reasons for excluding 
the clergy, those reasons will be none the 
less valid two years after the passing of 
the Act. 


Question put— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 

Nevatived. 

Amendment proposed-— 

“Page 42, line 19, after ‘ guardians,’ insert 
‘or commissioners of a town.’ "—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 42, line 21, after ‘elector,’ insert ‘ or | 


resident, as required by 


this Act.’”"—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 42, line 21, at end, insert— 


council of a 


board of 


the 
district or 


“Any member of 
county or county 


guardians or commissioners of a town 
who, after the passing of this Act, is 


convicted of acting when disqualified, or of 
voting when prohibited, shall, for a period of 
seven years after such conviction, be disqual- 
fied for being elected or being a member of the 
same or any other such council, board, or com- 
missioners.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


VOL. LXI. [FourrH Serius. | 
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Mr. VESEY KNOX: I should like the 
Chief Secretary or the Attorney General 
to explain the reason for this Amendment. 
Why is not the ordinary law sufficient! 
The Amendment may be necessary from 
a drafting point of view, but I think it 
should be safeguarded by providing 
some sort of appeal, as is done in the case 
of disqualifications imposed under the 
Corrupt Practices Act. It is possible 
that a man may be disqualified by a mere 
accident, and the court should have power 
to excuse the disqualification in such 
cases. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to say that an appeal would be 
provided. 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 42, line 27, at beginning, insert ‘ out- 
side a county borough.’”—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 42, line 30, after ‘district,’ insert 
‘and such direction, if given, may authorise 
the poll for a councillor for a district electoral 
division to be taken outside that division, if it 
is taken within the county electoral division 
comprising it.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Avreed to. 





Amendment proposed 

“ Page 42, line 30, leave out ‘and,’ and make 
the rest of the sub-section into a new sub- 
section.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 42, line 31, after ‘election,’ insert ‘ of 
such councillors.””"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“ Page 42, line 35, leave out from ‘of a’ t 
end of line 36, and insert ‘rural district council 
shall be the fifth day, and of a county council 
the twelfth day next after the said day of elec- 
tion of councillors.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


2Q 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 42, line 57, at beginning, insert ‘ out- 

side a county’ borough.””"—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 42, line 59, leave out ‘ninth day of 
June which,’ and insert * day next after the said 
day of election of councillors, which day.’ ”"— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 45, line 2, leave out ‘in a town o1 
township having commissioners’ and insert ‘ cf 
the commissioners of a town.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 43, line 4, to leave out ‘ twenty-fifth 
day of November,’ and insert ‘fifteenth day of 
January.” "—( Mr. Gerald Palfour.) 


Mr. DALY pointed out that this change 
would be more inconvenient. In 


many 
municipal boroughs the election took 
place on the 16th October, and the 
Amendment would involve a re-election 


within about three months. 


HASLETT : 


unfortunate 


Sir J. 
very 


I think this is a 
The 


machinery of county boroughs under the 


change. entire 


Municipal Corporations Act is based on 
taxation, and no possible object can be 
served by altering it. 
possibility in 


There is no im- 
register of 
25th 
November, and I cannot see what is 
gained by altering the existing machinery. 
Perhaps my right honourable Friend will 
state why he considers the alteration 
necessary. 


having the 


electors perfectly ready on the 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR : For various 
practical reasons the 25th November has 
been held to be an inconvenient date, and 
we have been strongly urged to make the 
change to the 15th January. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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“ Page 43, lines 6 and 7, leave out ‘first day 
of December,’ and insert ‘twenty-third day of 
January.’ ”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 43, line 9, leave out from ‘ otiice’ to 
end of line 12, and insert— 


* (2) In the case of the council of a borough 
the ordinary day of election of councillors and 
aldermen shall be the fifteenth day of Janvary, 
and the quarterly meeting of the council shall 
be held at noon on the twenty-third day of 
January, and at such hour on such other tkree 
days before the fifteenth day of January then 
next following as the council at the quarterly 
meeting in January decide. 


(3) The first business transacted at the said 
quarterly meeting in January shall be the 
election of the mayor, and the outgoing meyor 
shall retire and the newly-elected maycr shall 
come into office on the ordinary day of retire- 
ment of the mayor, or as soon after ax the new 
mayor has made a deciaration accepting the 
office, and the ordinary day of retirement of 
mayor shall be the day of the said quarterly 
meeting, or if the council have, by a general 
resolution, so directed, the following tweriy- 
third day of February. 

“ (4) In a county of a city or town the selec- 
tion of three persons qualified to fill the cffice 
of sheriff shall be part of the business trans- 
acted at the said quarterly meeting in January, 
and the day of that meeting and the «clinary 
day of retirement of the mayor shall respec- 
tively be substituted for the first day of 
December and the first day of January, in 
section four of the Municipal Privilege (Ire- 
land) Act, 1876. 


* (5) In the case of the council of any borough 
or urban district, or the commissioners of any 
town, the outgoing aldermen, councillors, and 
commissioners shall retire, and the newly- 
elected aldermen, councillors, and commuis- 
sioners shall come into office on the 
sixteenth day of January, and that day shall 
be the ordinary day of retirement of aldermen, 
councillors, and commissioners. 

(6) The fact that an outgoing mayor, «hair- 
man, alderman, councillor, or commissioner 
has ceased, upon the new register of local 
government electors coming into force on the 
previous first day of January, to be a local 
government elector shall not disqualify him 
for continuing in office until the above- 
mentioned ordinary day of retirement of mayor. 
chairman, alderman, councillor, or commis- 
sioner, as the case may be, and also, if he is 
a mayor or chairman, and a new mayor or 
chairman has been elected, until that new 
mayor or chairman has made a declaration 
accepting the office.’"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. FLAVIN: By sub-section 4 of this 
proposed new clause the date of the 
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election of sheriff is provided for, but I 
think what is not provided for is whether 
he will have to retire on the 15th 
November. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sheriff 
will continue to hold office. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 43, line 12, at end, insert— 


““Where any members of a joint committee 
or joint board are appointed by any county 
or district council, whether under this or any 
other Act or an Order in Council, and the 
council are elected triennially, the members 
appointed by such council who are in office at 
the date of any triennial election shall continue 
to be members of such joint committee or 
board until the day after the first meeting of 
the newly elected council, and the considera- 
tion of the appointment of such members shall 
be part of the business at the said meeting 
after the election of mayor or chairman.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


~ Page 43, line 14, at end, add ‘an election 
in any urban county district may be held and 
the poll may be taken at any suitable place 
within the borough or town which the 
urban district council may appoint.’ ”—(Mr. 
Condon.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think this provision is necessary. Under 
other sections of the Bill the corporation 


will have all the powers necessary io 
provide suitable places for polling 


stations. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 43, line 17, leave out ‘fixed’ and in- 
sert ‘appointed under Part VIII. of this Act.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Paye 44, line 8, after ‘demand’ insert 
‘less 10 per cent. which may be deducted as 
and for the cost of collection, irrecoverable 
rates, pensions, and office expenses.’”—(Mr. 
VY’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I submit that the 
amount allowed in the Bill for the ex- 
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penses of collection is altogether insuffi- 
cient. Under the existing law the Col- 
lector-General got 20 per cent. of the 
cost of collection. I admit that the 
Dublin Corporation can collect the police 
rate cheaper than the Government could, 
because they have the existing staff of 
officials, but the result of the change 
will give 15 per cent. more to the 
Government than they are entitled to. 
I think the 10 per cent. I suggest is 
perfectly fair, but if the Government 
prefer it, I should have no objection to 
add to my Amendment the words— 


“ Or such sum, if any, as ascertained by the 
Local Government Board to be the actual 
cost.” 


I do not see why the Treasury should 
make a profit of £700 or £800 a year by 
this change in the law. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : 
carefully gone through the 
andum provided by the collector, 
and I have had that memorandum 
submitted to one of the best of the Locai 
Government Board auditors, and he re 
ports, and I am sure he is right, that if 
the amount of the loss had been taken 
every year at 5 per cent., it would more 
than pay the cost to the corporation. 
Further than that, the offer that I made 
to the honourable Member was that the 
Government would be prepared to allow 
5 per cent. to be deducted, and also to 
pay their proportion of the expenses of 


I have 
memor- 


pensions. I notice that the honourable 
Member’s Amendment includes pen- 
sions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Pensions and office 
expenses. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR But 
the offices are now abolished. It 
does seem to me that if the cor- 
poration are going to take over 


the collection of the rates they ought 
not to charge the Government more than 
the bare cost of collection. As a matter 
of fact, at 5 per cent., the corporation 
will gain on the transaction, and in 
addition to that we offer to share the 
pensions. The honourable Member will 
bear in mind that the question of pen 
sions is not of permanent importance, 
because in the course of a few years 


they will disappear as the officials die 
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off. Therefore, I think it is quite right 
to separate the two heads of expenditure. 
However, I think no reasonable objection 
can be made to the clause as we have 
drafted it, and I do not see my way to 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am bound to 
say that I have a very handsome conces- 
sion from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer later on to the Dublin Corpora- 
tion which will bring them in something 
like £50,000 a year, and therefore I will 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. FLYNN: Do I understand that 
the corporation will be protected from 
loss on pensions! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes; the 
corporation are bound to gain on the 
transaction. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Transpose clause 68 so as to come after 
clause 51."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
y+ 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 46, line 21, after ‘send’ insert 
‘without payment.’”—(MWr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 46, line 24, leave out ‘such’ and in- 
sert ‘the said.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendinent proposed— 


“ Page 46, line 24, after ‘union’ insert * and 
the Evidence Act, 1851, shall apply as if the 
copy were a certified copy within the meaning 
of that Act, and every person shall have the 
same right to inspect and take copies or ex- 
tracts from the said copy as he would have if it 
were a poor rate, and section 70 of the Poor 
Relief (Ireland) Act, 1838, and any other enact- 
ment relating to such inspection, ccpies, or 
extracts, shall apply accordingly.’’—¢ Vr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


1080 


“ Page 46, line 38, leave out sub-section 1.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment rroposed— 


* Page 47, line 1, leave out from ‘ electors’ 
to ‘shall’ in line 2..—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 47, line 4, at end, insert— 

““Where persons are entitled in respect of 
the ownership of a_ freehold, copyhold, or 
leasehold pas, Pou in an electoral division 
of a Parliamentary borough to be registered as 
Parliamentary electors for the county and not 
for the Parliamentary borough, the names of 
such persons shall be entered in a separate list 
for such division, and that list shall, for the 
purpose of local government elections, form 
part of the local government register of electors 
for that division, and for the purpose of Parlia- 


mentary elections shall form part of the 
register of Parliamentary electors for the 
Parliamentary county."—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: It seems to me that 
this Amendment is open to very great ob- 
jection. The voters referred to will presum- 
ably be non-resident, because if they had 
any residential qualification they would 
come on the register in another capacity. 
There is no such provision in any of the 
English Acts. In the English Acts non- 
resident freeholders have 
municipal purposes, and I fail to see on 


no votes for 
what ground it is necessary to give the: 
votes in Irish boroughs. There will de, 
I think, great difficulty in working out 
this provision. The way in which it will 
operate will, I think, be this. In some 
divisions of the borough there will be a 
close contest between the two parties, 
and those who have a residential qualifi- 
cation in another division of the borough, 
and who happen to have a freehold quali- 
fication in the doubtful division, will pre- 
fer to vote in the division in which they 
have the freehold qualification. I venture 
to think that in this matter there is no 
justification for departing from the Eny- 
lish precedent. The English law in this 
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respect has worked well for about 60 
years, and I do not think we should now 
depart from it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Let me point out 
that a distinct pledge was given, when 
this Bill was in Committee, that no 
attempt would be made to affect the 
Parliamentary franchise. Yet the Govern- 
ment are now turning the borough Par- 
liamentary franchise into the borouga 
municipal franchise. That is a conver- 
sion not known to the law. The Govern- 
ment gave us a very distinct pledge in 
this matter, a pledge as solemn as ever 
was given in this House, and reiterated 
again and again. The real reason of the 
Amendment is to meet the case of the 
city of Derry. You have already got 
three wards out of five in the city of 
Derry, with an absolute majority in per- 
manence for the ascendancy party in 
the city, and that does not satisfy you. 
I repeat that [regard this Amendment as 
a breach of the distinct pledge given 
by the Government on the faith of wnich 
we on this side made considerable con- 
cessions. 


Mr. ATKINSON denied that the 
Amendment was a breach of faith in the 
smallest degree. It was proposed for the 
very purpose of fulfilling the pledge to 
which the honourable Member referred. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I begto move to 
leave out from the word “list” in the 
fifth line to the word “ for” in line 7. There 
may be words in some other part of the 
Bill which meet this point, but I should 
like it made clear. This will definitely 
raise the question mentioned by the 
honourable and learned Member, whether 
a franchise should be created for muni- 
cipal purposes in Irish boroughs which 
does not exist in English boroughs, and 
for which there is no possible justifies 
tion. Why should non-resident free- 
holders be allowed to vote in boroughs 
in Ireland when they are not allowed to 
vote in boroughs in England? That is 
shortly the point, and in order to take 
the sense of the House, I beg to move the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“ To leave out from the word ‘list’ in line 
5 to the word ‘for’ in line 7.”—(Mr. Knox.) 


£14 Juny 1898} 
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Question proposed— 


“ That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I propose 
this new clause in fulfilment of a pledge 
which we had given ; but judging by the 
hard words that have been used, honour- 
able Members opposite seem to entertain 
a real objection to it, and I am perfectly 
ready to withdraw it. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 47, line 16, after ‘several’ insert 
‘ district.’"-—-( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


* Page 48, line 11, at end, add— 


(11) For the purpose of carrying out the 
revision of the lists of Parliamentary electors 
and the local government register of electors 
of the county borough of Dublin, the present 
revising assessors for the borough of Dublin 
are hereby appointed to be Dublin revising 
barristers, subject to the provisions and with 
the like powers as if they had been so appointed 
under an Act passed in the twentieth and 
twenty-first years of the reign of Her present 
Majesty, entitled ‘An Act to enable the Lord 
Licutenant to appoint revising barristers for 
the revision of lists and registry of voters for 
the city of Dublin.’”—(Mr. Serjeant Hem p- 
hill.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This Amendment, I 
understand, would involve a payment 
from Imperial sources, and therefore it 
cannot be moved on the Report stage. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 50, line 7, after ‘relating’ insert 


‘amongst other matters.”"—-(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. ) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 50, line 37, after ‘ guardians’ insert 


‘and town commissioners.” ”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 50, line 37, after ‘ guardians’ insert 
‘and town commissioners, and committees 
appointed by or comprising members of any 
of such councils, guardians, or commissioners.’ ” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. JORDAN: Before we pass from 
this clause may I ask one question of the 
Attorney General? There is an Order in 
Counci] provided under this 73rd clause 
which gives the Local Government Board 
the power to make rules for the appoint- 
ment of returning officers. I have had a 
resolution sent to me 





*Mr. SPEAKER The honourable 
Gentleman does not appear to be speak- 
ine to the Amendment now before the 
House. 


Mr. JORDAN: 
Attorney General 
clause itself. 


ask the 
on the 


I wanted to 
a question 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment of 
the Chief Secretary is the only question 
now before the House. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment. proposed— 


“ Page 51, line 30, before ‘ Act’ insert * or 
any other..”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 51, line 35, after ‘sessions’ insert 
“and councils, authorities, and officers affected 
by the Act.’?”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 51, line 37, at end, insert ‘for secur- 
ing to existing officers until they begin to 
receive remuneration under the provisions of 
this Act the like remuneration as they would 
have received if this Act had not passed.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


7 Page 51, line 38, after ‘for’ insert ‘ regu- 
lating.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 53, line 1, after ‘councils’ insert ‘ or 
guardians.’ "—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


~ Page 54, line 6, at end, insert * the expres- 
sion “county at large” shall include “ riding 
at large.”’"—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 54, line 12, at end, insert ‘the ex- 
pression “ presentment sessions” includes road 
sessions. and special road sessions.’ ”—-( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed—. . 


‘and 
Gerald Bal- 


* Page 54, line 14, after ‘jury’ insert 
presentment sessions.’ ”—( Mr. 
four.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 54, line 23, at end, insert ‘the ex- 
pression “judge or assize’”’ shall, as respects 
the county of Dublin, or the county of the 
city of Dublin, mean the high cows or any 
judge thereof.’”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Acreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 54, line 32, at end, insert ‘the ex- 
pression “ maintenance,” when used in relation 
to any road or public work, includes the 
reasonable improvement and enlargement of 
such road or work.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Acreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 55, line 25, to leave out * day 
appointed’ and insert ‘appointed day.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

~ Page 56, line 10, at end, insert ‘the 


“ 


expression ‘‘ pensionable office’ means an office 
coming within the provisions of any Act 
authorising the grant of a superannuation 
allowance.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 56, line 10, at end, to insert— 

“The expression ‘Dublin Metropolis Police 
Acts’ means the Acts specified in Part V. of 
the first schedule to this Act ; each of the Acts 
relating to the Dublin collection of rates speci- 
tied in Part IV. of the first schedule to this 
Act is in this Act referred to by the short 
title in that schedule mentioned.’”—/ Mr, 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 56, line 18, to leave out from the 
first ‘mentioned’ to end of line 19.”°—(Mr. 
(vrald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 56, line 29, at end, to insert— 

“The Order of the Lord Lieutenant in Coun- 
cil relating to the division of Tipperary may 
be varied by the Lord Lieutenant in Council, 
so as to bring the same into conformity with 
this Act and with the Orders in Council made 
ii pursuance of this Act, but otherwise shail 
continue in force."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Aoreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


~ Page 56, line 31, after ‘council’ insert ‘ or 
county court. "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Acreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 57. line 7, to leave out ‘seven’ and 
insert ‘fourteen.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 57, line 9, at beginning of line, insert 
‘the foregoing provisions of.’ "—( Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


* Page 57, line 10, at end, add— 

“The Local Government Board in the case 
of the first election—(a) may give a direction 
under this Act with respect to a district elec- 
toral division not being a polling district, 
although there is no representation made by 
the county council; and (b) if of opinion that 
any district electoral division ought to be 
divided. may allow more than one councillor 
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to be elected for that division, and in that case 
each elector in that division shall at the first 
election have one vote, and no more, for each 
of any number of persons not exceeding the 
number of councillors authorised by the Sess 
to be elected for that division. 

“ A poor law electoral division as adopted in 
fact for the purpose of registration in the year 
one thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight 
shall be deemed to have been legally so eet, 
and shall, except so far as the Local Govern- 
ment Board otherwise direct, be a district 
electoral division for the purpose of election of 
county and rural district councillors and 
guardians at the first election under this Act.’ ” 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ‘ 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 57, lines 13 and 14, leave out 
“twenty-fifth day of November’ and insert 
‘fifteenth day of January.’”—(iM/r. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 57, line 14, after ‘and’ insert ‘ ex- 
cept in the county boroughs of Belfast and 
Londonderry.” ”°—( Wr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 57, line 16, after ‘day’ insert ‘next 
after the day..”—(.Ur. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


~ Page 57, leave out lines 18 and 19.°—( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 57, line 19, at end, add— 

* Provided also that members of joint boards 
shall not be disqualitied from sitting on such 
boards by reason of their ceasing to be mem- 
bers of the constituent authorities which they 
have up to the twenty-fourth day of November 
next represented, but shall remain in office until 
the termination of the term for which they 
were originally appointed to serve on such 
boards.’—( Mr. Plunkett. ) 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I move this Amend- 
ment in order to get an explanation 
from the Government as to the effect 
of the interregnum between the termina- 
tion of the old Act and the commence- 
ment of the new. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: These gen- 
tlemen are not disqualified. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 57, line 20, after ‘county’ insert 


‘other than a county borough. “—/ Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
~ Page 57, line 20, after ‘ assizes’ insert ‘ or 


in the county of Dublin at the Easter present- 
ing term.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
* Page 57, line 21, after * choose’ insert ‘or 


appoint 2 committee to choose.’ —/ Mr. 
(rerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
Page 57, line 30, leave out from ‘ shall’ to 
their’ in line 31, and insert ‘at. ”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 57, line 39, after ‘ chosen’ insert ‘and 
additional councillors so chosen or appointea 
shall also be additional guardians.’ ’’—?Mr. 
(rerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 58, line 1, after ‘this’ insert ‘ part 
of this.” "—(.Wr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


’ 


“ Page 58, line 15, leave out ‘ existing.’ ’”’— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 58, line 16, to leave out the words 
‘county solicitors.’”"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


{ COMMONS} 
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Question proposed— 


“ That the words ‘county solicitors’ stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. FLYNN: I have no objection 
whatever to properly and fairly obsery- 
ing the interests of exercising officers 
where they are interfered with by the 
Bill, but I certainly do object to treating 
the county solicitors as entitled in any 
way to compensation. I should like to 
hear what justification the right honour- 
able Gentleman can suggest. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We have 
simply followed the precedent of the 
English Act. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s Co., Ossory): 1 
do not think it is sufficient justification 
to say that a similar provision is in the 
English Act. There may- be cireun- 
stances which make it justitiable in an 
English Act which do not apply to Ire 
land at all. Isincerely hope the Govern- 
ment will give way in this matter. We 
have let a number of matters go by with- 
out opposition, although as to some oi 
them we have felt rather strongly, but 
in this case I can conceive no justifica- 
tion for including such an official as the 
county solicitor. 


Mr. JORDAN: I suppose that in a 
case where a man has not been six months 
in oftice he will be entitled to compensa 
tion. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There is a proviso 
that the officials shall have held office for 
a given time. In the English Act the 
matter is dealt with in exactly the sam: 
manner. As honourable Members know, 
the remuneration of the county solicitors 
is very small. Compensation is provided 
under section 120 of the English Act, ana 
it would be very hard to say that in such 
a matter as this Irish officials should 
be treated differently from English 
officials. 


Mr. DALY: I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman is scarcely consisteut 
The section of the Act that he referred 
to provided for superannuation to the 
coroner, and, as the right honourable 
Gentleman himself pointed out, ihe 
coroner does not give the’whole of his 
time to his duties. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


coroner is not affected under this clause. 
Clause 120 of the English Act which is 
scheduled to this Act gives the compen- 
sation. 


Mr. DALY: I hope the Government 
will not persist in objecting to this 
Amendment. We have been going very 
smoothly up to the present point, and I 
think we deserve some concession from 
the Government upon a matter on which 
we have formed a pretty strong conclu- 
sion. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I certainly shall 
insist on taking the Division upon this 
question, because we have really had no 
justification from the Government for 
allowing compensation to this official. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY inquired upon what 
scale the compensation was to be 
assessed. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sub-section 
8 provides for the case of existing 
officials. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Sub-section 8 pro- 
vides for the transfer of duties, and sub- 
section 11 provides for compensation. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I really 
think that this is not a matter that is 
worth fighting about. The question is an 
extremely small one, and, as a matter 
of fact, we all know that these gentle- 
men are never removed from their offices 
at present, so that if they are disturbed 
by reason of this Act, it seems to me 
that they are entitled to compensation. 

Mr. PINKERTON: The only argu- 
ment in defence of this provision is 
based on the English Act. That, after 
all, is not a very conclusive argument. 
I would point out that, as the Bill was 
originally introduced, it did not contain 
a provision for the county solicitors. 


_ The House divided :—Ayes 134 ; Noes 
36.—(Division List No. 224.) 
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Dalkeith, Earl of 


VOL. LXI. 





[Fourts Szrzes. | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goschen, George J. (Suss:x) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (W. Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. ©. H. 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evel 
Hutchinson, Capt.G.W. Grice- 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kemp, George 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
LawrenceSirEDurning-(Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Legh, Hon. T. W. (Lancs) 


2R 


{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edward Robert P. 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morgan, Hon.F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 


- O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Parnell, John Howard 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Colonel E. J. 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
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Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carvill, Patrick G. H. 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Daly, James 


{COMMONS} 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount | 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) | 
Waring, Colonel Thomas | 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. ) 


NOES. 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, T. M. (N. Louth) 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Knax, ‘Edmund Francis V. 


(Ireland) Biil. 





1092 


Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Unarles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport; 
Murnaghan, George 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Gilhooly, James 


Leuty, Thomas 





Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 58, line 19, leave out ‘existing.’ ’— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 58, 


insert ‘provided 
Plunkett. ) 


line 21, 
such 


leave out ‘who,’ and 
deputy.’ ”"—( Mr. 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 58, line 22, after ‘office’ insert ‘ and 
also any assistant to the secretary of the grand 
jury who has devoted his whole time to the 
duties of his office, and who has been employed 
in such duties for not less than three years pre- 
vious to the date of the passing of this Act.’ ”— 
(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN: I hope the Government 
will be able to accept this Amendment. 
The assistants are not a very large 
number, but they have gained experi- 
ence in their work, and I think it would 
be highly desirable that they should be 
transferred. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am un- 
able to accept this Amendment. An 
“assistant to the secretary” may, and 
mostly would be, a mere clerk deputed 
at odd times to do mere clerical work. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. 
McCartan, Michael 


Richmond Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
M.A.(Qu’s C.) . 
TELLERS FOR THE NOogkEs—- 


Mr. Flynn and Mr. Crean. 





Amendment proposed— 


“Page 58, line 23, leave out the first ‘ exist- 
ing. "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 58, line 27, leave out from ‘urban’ 
to end of line 28, and insert ‘ county district.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 58, line 40, at end, insert— 


“ 


and the former service of any existing 
county surveyor in any county other than that 
of the county council to which he is trans- 
ferred shall, for the purpose of superannuation, 
be reckoned as service under that council; 
provided always that such other county or 
counties shall be bound to pay to such county 
council, by way of contribution to such super- 
annuation, such sum as the Local Government 
Board shall determine to be the proportion 
properly payable by such county or counties.” 
—(Mr. Pinkerton.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The result 
of this proposal would be to throw an 
unwarrantable burden on the county 
council, and I cannot agree to the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 58, line 40, after ‘service’ insert 

‘and the service of any existing county sur- 

veyor in any other county shall be reckoned 

as part of his service.’”"—(Mr. Plunkett.) 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 58, line 41, after ‘jury’ insert ‘or 


any existing assistant county surveyor.’ ”—{Sir 
Thos. Lea.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 59, line 2, to leave out from ‘council’ 
to end of sub-section.”.—(Mr Flynn.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 2, after ‘hundred,’ insert 
‘and ten.””"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words ‘and ten’ 
serted.” 


be there in- 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 3, after ‘then,’ insert ‘or at 
any time thereafter during the period of five 
years immediately following said last day of 
March.’ ”"—( Mr. Plunkett.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The only object 
of this Amendment is to allow a longer 
period during which the secretary and 
his new employers can see how they get 
on together. I think it is a very useful 
provision, and I commend it to the con- 
sideration of the Government. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The effect 
of this would be that if a man did serve 
five years it would be impossible to 
remove him. I cannot accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 6, after ‘abolished,’ insert 
‘and such allowance shall be calculated upon 
the prescribed scale upon the number of years 
of completed service.””"—(Mr. Flynn.) 

Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
accept this. The terms of the grant have 
been most carefully considered, and we 
must abide by them. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 59, line 29, to insert the words ‘ every 
county council shall within one month after 
its first meeting.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 

-Mr. DILLON: I understand that the 
right honourable Gentleman is prepared 


to accept an Amendment giving som? 
time for the preparation of the scheme. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We should 
have no objection to six weeks. 


Mr. DILLON: Perhaps the right 
honourable Gentleman will make a note 
of the matter, and have some alteration 
made in the House of Lords. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 11, at end, insert— 


“ Provided, however, that such compensation 
shall be two-thirds, and in any other case not 
less than one-half, of the salary and emolu- 
ments then payable to or receivable by such 
secretary.”—(Mr. Plunkett. ) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 59, line 12, after ‘the,’ insert ‘ expira- 
tion of five years from the.’”—( Mr. Plunkett. ) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 3, leave out ‘deputy,’ and 
insert ‘assistant.’”"—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Amendment negatived. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 5, to leave out ‘such,’ and 
insert ‘rate.’”"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 5, after ‘collection,’ insert 
‘or the collection of other public rates.’ ”— 


(Mr. Flynn.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 7, leave out ‘new officers,’ 
and insert ‘officers not transferred to or pre- 
viously employed by the council.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 8, at end, insert— 


“Provided that any existing poor rate col- 
lector of the guardians who shall express his 
willingness to serve shall be entitled to be pre- 
ferred as an officer under such scheme.”— 
(Captain Donelan.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Captain DONELAN: This Amend- 
ment affects a very large class of 
officials in Ireland. The present poor 
rate collectors under the guardians have 
been in the habit of discharging very 
important duties with reference to the 
Franchise Acts in Ireland, and they are 
therefore thoroughly acquainted with 
the preparation of voters’ lists. Under 
the circumstances I think it would be 
of advantage if they were given prefer- 
ence in the selection of officers under the 
new scheme. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think this 
is a matter that may well be left to the 
county councils themselves. They would 
naturally, I suppose, give preference to 
competent and experienced men. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 60, line 11, leave out from ‘ received’ 
to ‘a gratuity,’ in line 21, and insert— 


“ An existing officer (a) if he holds a pension- 
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able office, and has within the prescribed time 
notified his willingness to serve, shall, if he is 
not continued by the scheme as an officer of 
the county council, be entitled to receive from 
the county council the same compensation 
under this Act as if his office were abolished ; 
and (b) if he holds a pensionable office, and 
has not within the prescribed time expressed 
his willingness to serve, and is not continued 
by the scheme as an officer of the county coun- 
cil, shall be entitled to receive from the county 
council a gratuity ; and (c) if he does not hold 
a pensionable office, and either within the pre- 
scribed time expresses his unwillingness to 
serve, or is not continued by the scheme as an 
officer of the county council, shall be entitled 
to receive from the county council a gratuity. 
Every gratuity shall be.”—Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 13, after ‘council,’ insert 
‘or who, if continued, expresses his unwilling- 
ness to serve.” ”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 60, line 33, leave out from ‘hold’ to 
end of line 35, and insert ‘a pensionable 
office.””"—(Mr Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 2, after ‘union’ insert ‘or 
dispensary district.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 3, after ‘becomes,’ insert ‘in 
the opinion of the Local Government Board.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 9, after ‘the,’ insert ‘ appro- 
val of the Local Government Board, any 
county or district council may at any time 
make a special agreement with any of their 
officers as to the conditions upon which he is 
to enter into or continue in their service, or 28 
to the manner in which his duties are to ke 
discharged, and any such agreement shall be 
binding upon such council and their successors, 
and upon such officer; and, in the absence of 
any such special agreement, then.’”—/(Mr. 
Plunkett.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 17, leave out ‘salary,’ and 


insert ‘remuneration.’”—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 18, leave out ‘sanction,’ and 
insert ‘determine.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 25, after ‘district,’ insert 
‘or in an urban district out of any borough or 
corporate fund.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 
Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 34, at end, insert— 


“Any difference as to the council to whom 
an officer is transferred by this Act shall, in 
the absence of agreement, be determined Ly 
the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 61, line 43, at end, add— 


“(20) Every pension, allowance, or other 
compensation granted under this section shall 
be payable to, or in trust for, the officer to 
whom it is granted, and shall not be assign- 
able for, nor chargeable with his debts or 
other liabilities.".—(Mr. Plunkett. ) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 1, after the first word ‘ clerk,’ 


insert the words ‘ or any other officer.’ ”"—(Mr. 
Field.) , + 


Question proposed— 


“That the words ‘or any other officer’ be 
there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 62, line 3, leave out the words ‘or 
incapacity.’ ”—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


VOL. LXI. [FourrH Serigs. j 
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“That the words ‘or incapacity ’ stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 62, line 8, after the word ‘service * 
insert the words ‘on the abolition of office.’”— 
(Mr. Plunkett.) 

Question proposed— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 12, 
‘Treasury,’ and _ insert 
Government Board’ 


Field.) 


leave out the word 
the words ‘Local 
instead thereof.”—( Mr. 


Question proposed— 


“That the word ‘Treasury’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 17, before ‘peace,’ insert 
‘Crown and.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendinent proposed— 


“ Page 62, line 22, leave out sub-section 2.”-— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 62, line 25, leave out sub-section 3.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 62, line 33, at end, add— 


“Every existing justice of the county of the 
town of Galway, or the county of the town 
of Carrickfergus, shall be a justice of the 
county of Galway or of Antrim, as the case 
requires, in like manner as if he were named 
a justice in the commission of the peace for 
such county ; and the said county of the town 
shall, until any other district is made, form 
‘part of the county petty sessional district to 
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which it adjoins, or if it adjoins more than 
one such district, then of the district with 
which it has the longest common boundary, 
and any such existing justice shall, except when 
at quarter or general sessions, act only within 
the petty sessional district of which such 
county of a town forms part.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 36, leave out the words ‘if 
he were to retire on the appointed day,’ and 
insert the words ‘when e shall hereafter 
retire’ instead thereof.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words ‘if he were to retire cn 
the appointed day’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sm J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
As I read this clause, it would appear 
that it is only those who are actually 
entitled by age to retire, and to retire 
on the appointed day, that will be en- 
titled to superannuation. Suppose A and 
B under this clause have served ther 
20 years, and that A, on the appointed 
day, is 60 years of age, then he comes 
under the operation of the clause; but 
if B is 60 years of age on the day after- 
wards, he does not come under the 
clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he hoped the 
Government would not accept this 
Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that if 
it was the general wish of honourable 
Gentlemen opposite that 20 years’ service 
should be sufficient to qualify for super- 
annuation he was willing to make the 
change; but he certainly would not 
assent unless the proposal was generally 
agreed to. 


Mr. FLYNN: There will certainly be 
no general agreement on this side. So 
far as I am concerned, I should feel it my 
duty to go into the Division Lobby 
against the Amendment. I think the 
Government went far enough in the 
clause as it stands, and I hope they will 
not go any further. 


Mr. JORDAN: Suppose a young man 
is appointed at the age of 20, and he 
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serves till the age of 40, he is then 
in the very prime of life, and yet you 
propose to retire a man with a pension, 
and set him free to take employment 
somewhere else. That I contend would 
be an enormous hardship on the rate 
payers. If this Act is to contain so many 
provisions for pensions and superannua- 
tion allowances it will inflict an injury 
on the community rather than a benefit. 
It is our advantage to be as economical 
as we can consistently with the improve 
ment of the country. 


Mr. DILLON: I venture to rise only 
for the purpose of pointing out that it 
will be useless to go on with this dis 
cussion, because the Chief Secretary said 
that he would not accept this proposition 
unless there was general unanimity. It 
is plain from the speakers we have heard 
that there is no such unanimity. I did 
not rise to express an opinion on the 
Amendment one way or another, but to 
point out that time is valuable. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques- 
tion is one of considerable difficulty. The 
clause is one of the most difficult in the 
whole Bill. It has been most carefully 
considered by the Government, and I 
hope the honourable Member will not 
press his Amendment. 


Sir J. HASLETT: It certainly 
is hard that a man who has seen 35 vr 
40 years’ service should be cut out from 
receiving any superannuation allowance 
because he does not happen to be 69 
years of age on the day he is compulsorily 
retired. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I hope the 
Government will stick to their own pro- 
posal in this matter, both here and in 
the other House. I fail to see why we 
should give pensions and superannuation 
allowances with this liberality to all 
sorts of officials. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 39, after the word ‘mis- 
conduct,’ to insert the word ‘incapacity.’ ”"— 
(Mr. Vesey Knox.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the word ‘incapacity’ be there in- 
serted.” 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he could 
not accept the Amendment, which was 
inconsistent with the principle of the 
clause. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, line 40, after ‘to the,’ insert 
‘Acts and.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 62, line 41, at end, add— 

“For the purpose of the provisions of this 
part of this Act with respect to existing offi- 
cers, the expression ‘ qualified for superannua- 
tion allowance,’ shall mean qualified as regards 
age and length of service, and the devotion of 
his whole time to the service.”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. FLAVIN inquired whether this 
Amendment would not result in excluding 
district officers from superannuation 
allowances. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the case re- 
ferred to would be covered by the Act of 
1889. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 62, after line 41, add— 

“The qualification for a superannuation 
allowance herein referred to shall be having 
had on the appointed day a minimum service 
of twenty years, anything in the Local Officers 
Superannuation (Ireland) Act, 1869, or this Act 
to the contrary notwithstanding.”—(Sir Jas. 
Haslett.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
} “Page 63, line 13, after ‘irrecoverable,’ 
insert ‘or from sufficient cause he has been 
unable to collect same before the appointed 
day.’ ”"—(Sir John Colomb.) 

Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 63, line 13, leave out from ‘ irrecover- 
able’ to ‘he,’ in line 15.”—(Sir John Colomb. ) 


Agreed to. 
VOL. LXI. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 63, line 22, leave out ‘may,’ and in- 
sert ‘shall.’”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 63, line 24, at end, add— 


“Nothing in this Act shall prevent any 
high constable and collector or collector of a 
barony or district from collecting in like 
manner, as if this Act had not passed, any 
county cess comprised in any warrant held by 
him prior to the next spring assizes, whether 
he had lodged the amount thereof to credit of 
the county treasurer or not, and for the pur- 
pose of such collection such warrants shall 
remain in full force and effect for the period 
of two years from the date of their issue, and, 
notwithstanding any provision to the contrary 
in any existing Act of Parliament contained, 
such high constable and collector or collector 
of a barony or district shall, by virtue of such 
warrant, be entitled to enforce within the 
period aforesaid the collection of all county 
cess included therein by distress or other legal 
process, except such portion as may be dealt 
with as irrecoverable or uncollectable under the 
provisions of the next succeeding paragraph of 
this section. 


“ Provided that if such constable or collector 
alleges that any portion of the said cess not 
recovered by him is at the appointed day irre- 
coverable, or from sufficient cause uncollect- 
able, and that if this Act had not passed he 
would have been relieved by the grand jury 
from paying that portion, or that such portion, 
if paid in by him, would have been presented 
to him by the grand jury, he may apply to 
the county council to relieve him from so pay- 
ing that portion, or if he has paid it to the 
county treasurer, to repay him the sum paid ; 
and the county council, if it seems, having 
regard to the diligence used by the high con- 
stable or collector, and to the poundage he 
received in respect to the collection, and t0 
all the circumstances of the case, equitable to 
grant the application in whole or in part, may 
so grant the application and pay the necessary 
sum as part of their expenses in the execution 
of this Act. 


“ Provided always, in the event of the refusa) 
of such application by the county council, the 
high constable and collector or collector of a 
barony or district may appeal from such refusal 
to the Local Government Board, who shall 
entertain the subject matter of such appeal, 
and make such order thereon as to them seems 
just. 


“ Provided nothing in this section shall affect 
the right of the county council to recover such 
uncollected cess, or so much thereof as they 
shall deem fit, and all provisions in any exist- 
ing Acts of Parliament applicable to the 
recovery of such cess by grand juries shall 
apply to the county councils under this Act.”— 
(Sir John Colomb.) 
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Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. DALY: I hope the Government 
will not accept this Amendment, because 
it is a matter which affects my consti- 
tuency very much. I put a question to 
the Chief Secretary yesterday upon this 
very subject. At South Monaghan the 
collector has been in the habit of being 
in league with the landlords of that dis- 
trict, and has from time to time neg- 
lected to collect the cess upon evicted 
farms. The cess collector is also the poor 
rate collector; the same man collects 
the poor rate and the county cess. When 
a case comes before a grand jury of a 
man who has neglected to pay his cess, 
the common practice of the grand jury is 
to forgive the cess upon evicted farms. 
For this reason I object entirely to the 
first proviso in this Amendment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think 
there is any need for this Amend- 
ment. Under the grand jury sys- 
tem the collector gives a bond for 
the payment of the entire amount 
that he has collected. The only effect of 
the clause as it stands is that if the 
collector has actually paid the entire 
amount, but has not succeeded in collect- 
ing the entire amount, he should be able 
to go to the grand jury, and ask them vo 
pay him back such amount as he has not 
been able to collect. 


*Mr. SerseEant HEMPHILL: I think it 
is perfectly unreasonable, after sitting 
continuously for more than 12 hours, 
that we should be asked to consider an 
Amendment of this kind. I shall cer- 
tainly oppose the Amendment if it is 
pressed to a Division. If I may be 
allowed to express an opinion, I think 
the way in which this Bill is being 
rushed through the House is turning 
legislation into a farce. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think those who 
have turned legislation into a farce are 
the gentlemen who were engaged all day 
yesterday in obstructing the progress of 
business. Coming to the Amendment 
itself, I think it is right that these 
gentlemen should have an opportunity 
of making a case before the county 
council. 
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Mr. DILLON: I cannot see the least 
objection to this Amendment so far as 
regards the first part of it. With regard 
to the second proviso, giving the collector 
power to appeal from the county council 
to the Local Government Board, I think 
that is rather a large order. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: May I 
point out there would hardly be any 
appeal of that kind, because in all proba- 
bility the man who did appeal would 
cease to be the elector for the county 
council. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: These cess col- 
lectors are paid at an extraordinarily high 
rate, and I do not think a case can be 
made for any special advantage being 
given them. Under the third proviso, I 
am afraid that the barony collectors will 
be always appealing, and there will be 
endless trouble between them and the 
county councils. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 63, line 37, after ‘effect,’ insert ‘es 
from the gale day next after the appointed 
day.””"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 64, line 25, leave out ‘a person,’ and 
insert ‘an occupier. ”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 65, line 2, after ‘rate,’ insert ‘cf 
poor rate or county cess, as the case requires. ” 
-(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 65, line 2, at end, insert— 


“Where any change of the rent of a holding, 
whether by way of reduction, payment, or 
deduction, caused by the provisions of this 
section, would amount to less than sixpence, 
no such change shall be made; and where 
though exceeding sixpence it would involve 
a fraction of sixpence, then, if the fraction 
amounts to threepence or upwards, the change 
shall include the full sixpence. and if the 
fraction amounts to less than threepence the 
change shall exclude the fraction.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 65, line 22, leave out from * where,” 
to ‘The,’ in line 25, and insert ‘part of the 
holding is agricultural land and part is not 
agricultural land, shall distinguish the rateable 
value of each such part.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 65, line 27, at end, insert— 


“Where the existing tenancy of a holding 
in an urban district is constituted by a lease 
of which not less than five years are unex- 
pired on the appointed day, then, notwith- 
standing anything in the foregoing provisions 
of this section, the rent of such holding shall 
be unaltered, but the occupier shall be entitled 
to deduct from his rent such portion of the 
amount of poor rate actually paid by him from 
time to time in respect of such holding, as he 
would have been entitled to deduct if this Act 
had not passed, or if he was entitled before 
the passing of this Act, to deduct all the poor 
rate and county cess, then the whole of the 
poor rate so actually paid.”.—(Mr. Gerald 
talfour.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment 
Amendment— 


proposed to proposed 


“Line 2, after word ‘lease’ insert the 
words ‘for lives or a lease.’”—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Transpose clause 90 so as to come after 
clause 45.”"—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 66, line 10, leave out ‘poor law 
auditors,’ and insert ‘ officers.’ "—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 66, lines 14 and 15, leave out ‘poor 
law auditor,’ and insert ‘ officer.””—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 66, line 27, after ‘operation,’ insert 
‘Provided that in that year the jurors’ lists 
and books shall be made out by the same 
officer and in the same manner as if the said 


order had taken effect.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 67, line 3, leave out from ‘operation ’ 
to end of line, and insert ‘as to rural district 
councils and guardians on the twenty-fifth day 
of March, and as to county councils and urban 
districts on the first day of April, and as to 
all other matters on the first day of i agg 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


A greed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 67, line 4, after ‘or,’ insert ‘on.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 67, line 4, after ‘day,’ to insert not 
more than twelve months.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


3 Page 67, line 5, after ‘as,’ to insert ‘in any 
case.””"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 67, lines 6 and 7, to leave out ‘ pro- 
visional council or.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 67, line 14, at end, to add, as separate 
sub-sections— 


“Provided that the enactments relating t¢ 
the registration of local government electors 
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or to the elections, or to any matter required to 
be done for the purpose of bringing this Act 
into operation on the appointed day, shall come 
into effect on the passing of this Act. 


“A reference in any enactment of this Act to 
the appointed day shall mean the day upon 
which such enactment comes into operation.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
ScHEDULE 2. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 70, after line 16, to add ‘Clonmel, 


Kilkenny, Sligo, Newry, Galway, Drogheda.’ ” 
—(Mr. Dillon.) 





Question proposed 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. DILLON: I move this Amend- 
ment by way of making one last appeal 
to the right honourable Gentleman to 
accede to the wishes of these small 
towns that they should be made county 
boroughs. We have argued the case out 
fully, and I have no intention now of 
going into the details, but I do really 
think that this is a concession which the 
right honourable Gentleman might well 
make, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I need 
hardly say that I should be very glad 
to meet the wishes of honourable 
Gentlemen, or to do anything to oblige 
them; but we have given this matter 
the most careful consideration, and we 
have come to the conclusion that to make 
these small towns into county boroughs 
would not conduce to good adminis- 
tration. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not think that 
any good would be gained by prolonging 
the discussion at this hour, but I very 
much regret the decision the Government 
have come to. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
SCHEDULE 3. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 71, line 18, after ‘ pawnbrokers,’ in- 
sert ‘including the duty paid by pawnbrokers 
in the Dublin Metropolitan area.’”—(Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 


Agreed to. 


{ COMMONS} 
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ScHEDULE 6. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Leave out schedule 6, and insert new 
schedule 6 (Parliamentary Paper No. 292).”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 74, line 12, leave out from ‘marked 
“C,”’ and insert ‘so,’ where the same next 
occurs, and from ‘and the clerk of the 
Crown.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 74, line 24, after ‘thirty-four,’ insert 
from ‘other than those’ to ‘concerns of the 


county,’ and from ‘and the whole of such 
fiscal’ down.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 74, line 34, leave out from ‘forty- 
one’ to end of line 36.°.—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 
“Page 75, line 10, leave out from beginning 


to ‘to’ in line 13, and insert ‘ sections sixty.’ ” 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 75, line 17, leave out ‘and,’ and in- 
sert ‘seventy-four.’”—(Mr,. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 75, line 17, after ‘seventy-five,’ in- 
sert ‘and eighty-one.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 75, line 34, leave out ‘section one 
hundred and ten,’ and insert ‘in section one 
hundred and ten the words “secretaries to 
grand juries.”’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 75, lines 46 and 47, leave out ‘sec- 


tions one hundred and twenty-three and,’ and 
insert ‘section.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


{14 Jury 1898} 


(Treland) Bill. 1110 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 76, line 2, after ‘thirty-six,’ insert 
‘one hundred and thirty-eight, one hundred 


pen and thirty-nine to such presentment.’”—(Mr. 

poe Gerald Balfour.) 

Amendment proposed— 

Prop Agreed to. 

“Page 75, line 57, after ‘ person,’ insert ‘or 
persons injured.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. Amendment proposed— 


Amendment proposed— ; 
“Page 76, line 20, 
‘and _ secretaries to 

Gerald Balfour.) 


after ‘prisons,’ insert 
“Page 75, line 57, leave out from ‘ to" to grand jury.’”—(Mr. 
end of line 60, and insert ‘touching the 


said offence and.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 





Agreed to. Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed : “ Page 76, line 44, at end, insert— 


4 and 5 Vic. c, 10 An Act for extending to the county of the {| The whole Act. 
city of Dublin the provisions of an Act passed | 

in the nineteenth and twentieth years of His 

late Majesty King George the Third, in Ireland, 

intituled ‘An Act to prevent the detestable 

practices of houghing cattle, burning of houses, | 


barns, haggards, and corn, and for other 
purposes,” so far as relates to burning of | 





houses 
Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 76, line 51, leave out from ‘six? to 
the end of line 4, page 77.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 


“Page 77, lines 10 and 11, leave out sec- 
tion nineteen from ‘provided that no sum’ 


to the end of the section."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 77, line 18, after ‘thirty,’ insert 
‘and section forty-one.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 

Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 77, line 39, leave out from ‘sixty- 
one’ to the end of line 40."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





| 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 78, line 2, leave out from ‘section’ 
to ‘term,’ in line 6, both inclusive, and insert 
“sections one hundred and twenty-two to 
one hundred and _ twenty-eight.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 78, lines 7 and 8, leave out ‘one 
hundred and  twenty-three.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 78, line 32, leave out from ‘in sec- 
tion four’ to ‘section,’ in line 40, both inclu- 
sive, and insert ‘the whole Act.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 79, line 28, leave out ‘sections one 
and two,’ and insert ‘the whole Act.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
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“Page 80, line 15, after ‘forty-nine,’ insert 
‘and,’ and after ‘fifty’ leave out ‘and,’ and 
insert ‘section fifty-two from “but in case 
where” to ‘Monday following”; section 
fifty-three, except as regards the mayor; sec- 
tion.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 17, after ‘fifty-five,’ insert 


from ‘shall cause’ to ‘year and. ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 39, leave out from ‘similar,’ 


to ‘to,’ in line 44, both inclusive.”—/(J/r. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 47, before ‘auditor,’ in- 


sert ‘municipal commissioner.’”—/( Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 80, line 47, leave out from ‘and’ to 
the first ‘and’ in line 49, and insert ‘ or com- 
missioners.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 80, line 52, leave out from ‘in sec- 
tion’ to ‘council,’ in line 54, both inclusive.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 54, at end of line, insert 


‘section eighty-three from ‘“‘and in like” to 
end of section.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 80, line 55, before ‘auditor,’ in- 


sert ‘municipal commissioner.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


{COMMONS}" 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 80, line 58, after ‘assessor,’ insert 
‘and the words “or commissioners.” ’”—( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 4, after ‘auditors,’ insert 
‘and from “and every municipal” to “his 
office.”’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 7, before ‘or auditor,’ insert 
‘or municipal commissioner.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 11, before ‘auditor,’ insert 
‘commissioner.””—( Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 12, at end of line, insert 
‘and the words “ auditor or assessor,’ and the 
words “or by a person qualified to vote for 
the commissioners for such borough, and such 
person,” ’ where those words next occur; and 
the words ‘or town fund.’ 


“In section ninety-two the words ‘or board 
of municipal commissioners, ‘or commis- 
sioners,’ and ‘or is qualified to vote as afore- 
said,’ and the words ‘or board,’ ‘or chair- 
man,’ and ‘or .commissioner’ wherever they 
occur, and from ‘the whole’ to ‘ whole council 
or board,’ and from ‘and the said quarterly 
meetings’ to the end of section. 


“In section ninety-three the words ‘ or board 
of commissioners’ and the words ‘or board’ 
wherever they occur. 


“In section ninety-five the words ‘or 
board’ wherever. they occur.”"—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 13, at end of line, insert 
“section one hundred and twenty-five,’ from 
‘provided further’ to the end of the section. 


“In section one hundred and twenty-nine, 
from ‘or on account’ to ‘of this Act,’ the 
words ‘or commissioners,’ and from ‘or 
person’ to ‘such commissioners.’ 
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“In section one hundred and thirty the 
words ‘or commissioners.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, line 16, after ‘words,’ a. or | 
commissioners’ and ‘or commissioner and 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 81, 
tion one hundred and _ thirty-eight.’ 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to, 


lines 18 and 19, leave out ‘ sec- 
(Mr. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 81, line 32, leave out from ‘four’ to 
the end of line 36.”—(Mr. 


Agreed to, 
Amendment proposed : 
35 and 36 Vic. c. 60 


Agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 82, in the third column, leave out 
lines 17 to 34 inclusive, and insert ‘the whole 
Act, except so far as it is applied by any Act 
or enactment.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 82, 
“and from 
in force.” ’ 


line 36, after ‘upwards,’ 
“or the chairman,” down to 
"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


“ be 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, 
teen.’ ”"—/( Mr. 


after line 6, insert ‘section seven- 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, lines 8 and 9, transpose these 
lines to come in after ‘1847,’ in line 25, as a 
new paragraph.”—( Mr. 


Gerald Balfour.) 





Agreed to. 





ed 
| 
| 


Gerald Balfour.) 





insert | 


{14 Jury 1898} 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 81, line 36, after 


a fresh paragraph, ‘section five from 
| the like times” to the end of the section. 


‘section,’ insert, as 
“and at 


2” 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 81, line 39, leave out from ‘ twenty- 
six’ to end of line 47, and insert ‘except so 
far as it affects the title of any property real 
or personal.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to, 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 82, lines 6 and 7, leave out ‘so far 
as they relate to urban district councils.’ ”— 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


“ Page 82, after line 7, insert— 


The Corrupt Practices (Muni- 
cipal Elections) Act, 1872 


The whole Act so far as unrepealed. 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 83, line 9, after ‘ section,’ insert ‘and 
the rest of the section, except so far as it 
applies to any case where a rate can, under 
the provisions of this Act, be made on the 
immediate lessor.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, leave out from the beginning of 
line 10 to * section,’ in line 13.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 83, lines 16 and 17, leave out ‘sec- 
tions twenty-two and twenty-three,’ and in- 
sert ‘section twenty-two.’”—(Mr. Gerald 


Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 19, 
and insert 
Balfour.) 


leave out ‘twenty-four,’ 
‘twenty-three. ”"—(Mr. Gerald 


Agreed to. 








er 


as 





Sorepbeyet & 


ei ee Fa 


SRY aR 
Meghna OP : 


hier 


wregees 


GENER ERA ES 


Pach ne 


ee Dawe: 


ERB RR SAS | 


ce. 


; 


1115 


Local Government 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 20, after ‘one,’ insert ‘and 
section thirty-five. ”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 24, after ‘ten,’ insert ‘and 
twelve to sixteen.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 83, line 26, after ‘eight,’ insert ‘so 


far as regards towns which are urban dis- 
tricts.””"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 47, after ‘sixty-two,’ insert 
‘and.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 83, line 47, leave out ‘and,’ and 
insert ‘section.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 83, line 48, after ‘seventy-five,’ in- 
sert ‘except so far as it applies to any case 
where a rate can, under the provisions of this 
Act, be made on the immediate lessor.’ *— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Acreed to. 


Amendment proposed ¢ “ Page 86, line 


53 and 54 Vic. 
c. 30 


Agreed to. 


Amendment Act, 1890 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 84, line 5, after ‘rent,’ insert ‘ex- 
cept so far as it applies to any case where a 
rate can, under the provisions of this Act, be 
made on the immediate lessor.’ ”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 84, line 7, after ‘property,’ insert 
‘except so far as it applies to any case where 
a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, 
be made on the immediate lessor.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 84, line 12, after ‘three,’ insert ‘ex- 
cept so far as they apply to auy case where 
a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, 
be made on the immediate lessor.’’”—( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 84, line 21, before ‘ section,’ insert 
‘section six and.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 84, line 52, after ‘eleven,’ insert 
‘except so far as it applies to any case where 
a rate can, under the provisions of this Act, 
be made on the immediate lessor.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 85, line 20, leave out ‘section ten to 
“dispensary districts and.”’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





The Poor Law Acts (Ireland) 


6, at end, insert— 


Section three. : 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 86, line 18, after ‘asylum,’ insert ‘where those words 


Gerald Balfour.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed “Page 87, 
53 and 54 Vic. The Pauper Lunatic Asylums 
ce. 31 (Ireland) Superannuation Act, 
1890 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed 


55 Geo. 3, c. 89 
Act, 1815 


2 and 3 Will. 4, 


ce. 85 1832 


3 and 4 Will. 4, 





of the Church in Ireland 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 87, line 14, leave out ‘the whole Act, 
so far as unrepealed,’ and insert ‘ section two, 
from “and to order” down to “such county,” 
where those words next occur; section three, 
from or “for dividing” to “this Act,” and 
the words “or division” ; and section four.’ ”’— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed. 


“Page 87, lines 25 and 26, leave out ‘and 
from “to divide” to “division or.”’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed— 


“Page 88, line 35, after ‘nineteen,’ insert | 
‘except so far as it applies to any case where | 


Amendment proposed 
385 and 36 Vic. The Local Government Board 
c. 69 (Ireland) Act, 1872 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed “Page 
38 and 39 Vic. The Explosives Act, 1875 
ce, 17 


Agreed to. 


{14 Juny 1898} 


The Court Houses (Ireland) 
The Charities (Ireland) Act, 


| 
An Act to alter and amend the 
c. 37 laws relating to the temporalities 





(Ireland) Bill. 1118 


first occur.’”—(Mr. 


line 11, at end, insert— 

Section three from “within the mean® 
ing” down to ‘one hundred and 
eighteen,” and the words ‘‘ with the 
approval of the inspectors of lunatics, 
or one of them” and the words ‘or 
servant” wherever they occur in that 
section ; and section four. 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


“Page 87, line 13, at end, insert— 


Sections one and two. 


! 


| 
The whole Act. 


Section seventy-two from ‘at the 
next assizes ” to the end of the section. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


a rate can, under the provisions of this 
Act, be made on the immediate lessor; and 
sections twenty-one.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 88, line 39, leave out ‘commis- 
sioners.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 88, line 40, after ‘under,’ insert 


‘none.”’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


“Page 88, after line 44, insert— 


Section four from ‘‘and save as” 
to the end of the section. 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


88, line 47, at end, insert— 


from ‘including ” to ‘under this Act” 
so far as relates to county councils other 
than the councils of county boroughs, 
and from “all expenses incurred in any 
petty sessions district” to the end of 
the section. 


| Section one hundred and eighteen 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed 
39 and 40 Vic. c. 
43 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


. 


“Page 89, line 7, leave out from beginning 
of line to end of line 10.°—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


{COMMONS} 


“Page 88, line 50, at end of line, insert— 


The Coroners (Dublin) Act, 1876 | 





Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed 

46 and 47 Vic.c.; The Labourers (Ireland) 
60 | 1883 


Agreed to. 


Amendment 
48 and 49 Vic. c. 
77 


proposed “Page 89, 
The Labourers (Ireland) 
| 1885 


49 and 50 Vic. c. The Labourers (Ireland) 
59 1886 


The Military Manceuvres 


60 and 61 Vic. c. 
43 1897 


Agreed to. 


l 
Bill re-committed in respect of the new | 


clauses standing on the Notice Paper, and 
of the four Amendments standing in the 
name of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour). 


Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 21, at end, insert— 


“(5) Where a county infirmary or fever 
hospital is under the management of a govern- 
ing body other than such corporation as above- 
mentioned, the foregoing provisions of this 
section shall apply, with the necessary modifi- 
cations, in like manner as if the governing 
body were the said corporation. 


| passing of this Act, or is in 


(Treland) Bill. 1120 


Section three from “ in addition” to 
“required” and the word “ further.” 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 89, line 25, after ‘section,’ insert 
‘three from “ equal to” down to “ said period” 
and from “provided always that’ down to 
“hold such inquest”; and section.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


“Page 89, line 31, at end of line, insert— 


Act, Section five from “provided that” 
to ‘‘number of twelve;” section six from 
“the scheme shall also” to ‘ charged.:” 
in section seven the words ‘and the 
proposed area of charge,” and from 
‘the provisional order shall also specify” 
down to “ charged;”’ in section eight the 
words ‘declared by such order to be;” 
section seventeen from the beginning 
down to “Part Five of The Public 
Health (Ireland) Act, 1873,” and the 
words “out of which special expenses 
are payable.’—(1/r. Gerald Balfour.) 


line 34, at end of line, insert—- 





Act,| In section twelve the words “declared 
by such order to be; and section 
| eighteen. 
Act, | Section five, 
| 
Act, | Section nine from “ persons not more” 


to “ have effect,’ being sub-sections one 
and two.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


(6) A county council may. if they think tit, 
contribute towards the rebuilding, or enlarge- 
ment, or erection on a new site of any county 
infirmary, whether such rebuilding, enlarge- 
ment, or erection takes place after the 
course 

of completion at that passing, or towards 
the re-opening of a closed county  in- 
firmary, a sum not exceeding in the whole one- 
| third of the sums actually received from private 
| donations or subscriptions for such rebuilding, 
| enlargement, erection, or re-opening, and the 
foregoing provisions with respect to the manage- 
| ment of the infirmary shall apply accordingly.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“Tn line 5, after ‘the,’ to insert ‘completion 
of an infirmary in course of erection at the 
passing of this Act.’”"—(Mr. Murnaghan.) 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN explained that the 
special object of his Amendment was to 
provide for the case of the two 
infirmaries in Cork City, one of which 
would, under the Chief Secretary’s clause, 
receive no contribution, 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was inadvis- 
able to insert in a Bill of this kind 
clauses dealing with special institutions. 
The clause moved by the Chief Secretary 
laid down rules applicable generally to all 
cases. On this ground the Government 
could not accept this Amendment, nor 
that standing in the name of the 
honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth. 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. T. M. Heaty had on the Paper 
the following Amendment— 


“Line 15, at end, add— 


“ As regards the county of Cork, the county 
council, in addition to any contribution made 
by them towards the South Charitable Infir- 
mary and County Hospital, situate in the city of 
Cork, may, if they think fit, contribute annu- 
ally towards the North Infirmary and City of 
Cork General Hospital, situate in the said city, 
a sum not exceeding seven hundred pounds per 
annum, on such conditions as to the admission 
thereto of patients from the county and the 
representation of the council on the committee 
for managing the said infirmary as may be 
agreed upon with the said committee. The said 
county council may also from time to time 
make such other and additional grants as it 
may deem expedient either to the said two 
infirmaries, or to any other public hospital in 
the said city. Provided always that the total 
amount of the contributions made by the said 
county council towards hospitals and infirmaries 
shall not exceed the sum of two thousand 
two hundred pounds per annum. 


“The council of the county borough of Cork, 
in addition to the two sums of seven hundred 
pounds per annum, which it is at the date cf 
the passing of this Act authorised to contri- 
bute towards the said two infirmaries, respec- 
tively, and the sum which it is at the said 
date authorised to contribute to the Cork 
Fever Hospital, may, if it thinks fit, contri- 
bute a further sum not exceeding in the whole 
five hundred pounds per annum to such public 
hospital or hospitals in the city of Cork as it 
may think fit, on such conditions as to the 
admission to the infirmary or hospital of 
patients from the county borough and the 
representation of the council on the committee 
for managing the infirmary or hospital as may 
be agreed upon.” : 


_ Mr. T. M. HEALY: After what the 
right honourable Gentleman has said, I 
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will not move my Amendment, but I 
would suggest that when the Bill goes to 
another place the Government should 
consider whether words cannot be intro- 
duced to cover the case of the Cork 
infirmaries. 


Original Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 10, line 35, at end, insert— 


“Any county council may, notwithstanding 
anything in any other Act, contribute to any 
such county infirmary or fever hospital es 
above in this section mentioned any amount 
not exceeding the amount in that behalf men- 
tioned in the Grand Juries Act, 1836.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 25, line 22, after ‘raised,’ insert ‘ and 
any town which is constituted an urban sani- 
tary district, or which, being an urban sanitary 
district, is added to a rural sanitary district, 
shall, if the order for such constitution or 
addition was made before the end of six months 
after the passing of this Act, whether made 
before or after that passing, and whether con- 
firmed or taking effect before or after the end 
of such six months, be treated as having been 
so constituted or added, as the case may be, 
during the standard year."—(Mr Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“In new clause, ‘loans to boards of guar- 
dians,’ after sub-section (5), insert the following 
sub-section— 

“A loan by guardians shall not be of such 
amount as exceeds, or will make the total debt 
of guardians under the Acts relating to the 
relief of the poor exceed one-fourth of the total 
annual rateable value of the union. Provided 
that the Local Government Board by Provi- 
sional Order may extend the said maximum 
to double the amount above authorised, and 
the provisions of the Public Health Act and 
this Act with respect to Provisional Orders 
shall apply with the necessary modifications.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ Page 8, after clause 11, insert the following 
clause— 

“(1) The county council, without prejucice 
to the power under section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the Grand Juries Act, 1836, or 
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any other enactment, may, for the purpose of 
the maintenance of the roads in their county, 
whether main or other roads, acquire, pur- 
chase, take on lease, or exchange any land from 
which materials may be got at the repair of 
such roads, and may purchase or hire any 
steam roller, scarifier, or other machine, and 
may place at the disposal of the persons con- 
tracting for the repair of the roads, materials 
from the said land, and the use of the said 
steam roller, scarifier, or other machine, upon 
such reasonable terms as may be agreed upon. 


Local Government 


(2) Section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the Grand Juries Act, 1836 (which relates to 
the power to obtain gravel, stone, sand, cr 
other materials), shall extend to authorise the 
digging for, raising, and carrying away of 
gravel, stone, sand, or other materials, out of 
any river or brook at a distance of at least a 
hundred and fifty feet above or below any 
bridge, dam, or weir, where the same can be 
taken away without diverting or interrupting 
the course of the river or brook, or prejudicing 
or damaging any building, highway, ford, or 
spawning-bed.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


_ “Page 18, after clause 30, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 

“(1) An urban district council, and if so 
authorised by order of the Local Government 
Board a rural district council, may (a) acquire, 
purchase, or take on lease, lay out, plant, 
improve, and maintain land for a recreation 
ground or public walk; and (b)_ sup- 
port or contribute to the support of a 
recreation ground or public walk, or con- 
tribute towards the purchase or cost of the 
laying out, planting, or improvement of any 
recreation ground or public walk, when pro- 
vided by any person and permanently iiedicuted 
as such; and (c) make by-laws for the regula- 
tion of any such recreation ground or public 
walk, and by such by-laws provide for the 
removal from such recreation ground or public 
walk, by any officer of the said council or a 
constable, of any person infringing any such 
by-law. 


“ (2) The recreation ground or public walk 
may be either within or without the district of 
the council, if it is convenient for the use of 
the inhabitants of such district. 


“ (3) Any expenses incurred under this sec- 
tion by a rural district council shall be defrayed 
as expenses under the Public Health Act, 1878, 

“ (4) The acquisition of land for the purpose 
of this section shall be deemed to be a purpose 
for which land may be acquired under the 
Public Health Act, 1878, and the provisions 
of that Act with respect to the acquisition of 
land shall apply accordingly. 


“ (5) Sections 219 to 223 of the Public 
Health Act, 1878, shall apply to the by-laws 
made under this section."—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ Page 34, after clause 53, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“ (1) Where any county of a city or town 
becomes by virtue of this Act part of a county 
at large, then on the application within the 
prescribed time of the council for any district, 
urban or rural, which comprises all or any part 
of the area of such county of a city or town, 
the Local Government Board shall make an 
adjustment as between that area and the rest 
of the said county at large respecting the con- 
tribution by the said area to the county at 
large charges (whether for the salaries of the 
county officers or main road or other purposes), 
and as respects the declaration of any roads 
within the said area to be main roads, and any 
order made upon such application in respect 
of the main roads shall have the same effect 
as if it were a declaration by the county coun- 
cil under this Act in respect of such roads. 

“ (2) Any order for adjustment under this 
section shall be subject to appeal within the 
prescribed time to the Appeal Commission 
mentioned in this Act, and in the event of an 
appeal the order shall be suspended, but shall 
afterwards operate as from the date at which 
it would but for the appeal have operated or 
from any later date fixed by the Commission 
on the appeal.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am afraid the 
Government have not met the point I 
raised in Committee—namely, that 
county councils will have to go to Parlia- 
ment in order to get the roads under 
their jurisdiction. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that difficulty could possibly arise, 
but we will consider the matter. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill, 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ Page 34, after clause 53, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“(1) If after the expiration of not less 
than fifteen years from the date hereinafter 
mentioned the council, either of a county or 
of an urban county district as respects the 
financial relations between such county and 
district, or the council of any county district 
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as respects the financial relations between that 
district and any other county district, allege 
that the said financial relations are inequitable 
and satisfy the Local Government Board that 
there is reasonable ground for that allegation, 
the Board may inquire into the circumstances, 
and, if they think it just so to do, may by 
order alter the financial relations, but such 
order where it alters the provisions of any local 
Act or Provisional Order shall be a Provisional 
Order. 


~ (2) ‘Financial relations’ means the rela- 
tions between the county and urban county 
district, or between the two county districts 
as respects the burden of the expense of the 
maintenance or construction of any road or 
public work or of the salaries of the county 
officers or of any other county at large or dis- 
trict charges, or as respects any contribution 
by the county or any district to such expenses, 
salaries, or charges, whether such relations are 
specified in any Act or Provisional Order con- 
firmed by an Act or in any agreement or 
order made under Part II. of this Act in 
respect of any such public work, or by any 
adjustment made in pursuance of this Act or 
of an Order in Council under this Act, or are 
not so specified. 


“ (3) The date from which the said fifteen 
years are to be calculated shall be the passing 
of this Act, or in case of any Act, Provisional 
Order, agreement, order, or adjustment made 
after the passing of this Act, then the date at 
which the Act, Provisional Order, agreement, 
order, or adjustment came into operation, or 
in the case of an order under this section, then 
the date of that order.".—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill, 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ Page 18, after clause 30, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“Where a rural district council, under the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, hold 
any land on lease, they may by agreement 
purchase the interest of the lessor cr 
any other superior interest in such lend, 
and shall have the same power of lkcer- 
rowing the purchase money as they have 
of borrowing money for the purchase of land 
under the said Acts, and for the purpose of any 
such purchase an advance may be made under 
section 18 of the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1883, 
as amended by the Public Works Loans Act, 
1897."—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill, 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ Page 43, after clause 67, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“Ballot boxes, fittings, and compartments 
shall be provided and kept for each county 
and county district and for each electoral divi- 
sion of a union situate in an urban district at 
the expense of the rates of such county, dis- 
trict, or union, and may be used free of charge 
at any Parliamentary election for any county 
or Parliamentary borough comprising the 
whole or any part of such county, district, or 
union, and any damage other than reasonable 
wear and tear caused to the same shall be paid 
as part of the expenses of the election in which 
they are so used. 


“ It shall be the duty of the returning officer 
at any such Parliamentary election to make 
use, so far as practicable, of the ballot boxes, 
fittings, and compartments provided in pur- 
suance of this section, or otherwise the pro- 
perty of any county or district council, and 
the court upon taxation of his accounts shall 
have regard to the provisions of this section.’ ” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. Hearty had on the Paper 
the following new clause— 


“ Where, in the opinion of the county coun- 
cil, the doing of any work would be of public 
advantage, and power to undertake or present 
for same is not conferred by any existing Act, 
the council may represent the facts to the 
Local Government omer whereupon, if such 
work or expenditure is sanctioned by the 
Local Government Board, the council may 
proceed with the same, and raise the amount 
required for its execution by a charge on the 
county at large.” 


Tue CHAIRMAN ruled that as the 
clause proposed to impose a_ charge 
on the Imperial Exchequer, it was out 
of order to propose it at this stage. 


New clause— 


“Where the council of any county borough 
or any urban district consider that it would 
be beneficial for the inhabitants of the borough 
or district that any post or telegraph office 
should be established within such borough or 
district, or any additional facilities (postal or 
other) provided by the Postmaster General 
within such borough or district, the council 
may undertake to pay the Postmaster General 
any loss he may sustain by reason of the 
establishment or maintenance of the office or 
the provision of the facilities, and any expenses 
incurred under this section may be paid in 
the case of a borough out of the borough fund 
or the borough rate, and in the case of any 
urban district not a borough out of the rate 
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out of which the general expenses of the coun- 
cil under the Public Health Act, 1878, are 
defrayed.”—( Mr. Clancy.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 


raise any objection to this. 


Mr. JORDAN: I think this clause is 
wholly unnecessary. If they want addi- 
tional postal facilities in a borough the 
Post Office authorities should give those 
facilities without any payment by the 
county council or district council. Lobject 
to the clause altogether, as conferring 
on local authorities the power of spend- 
ing the money of the ratepayers in estab- 
lishing facilities that ought to be pro- 
vided by the Post Office authorities them- 
selves. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time and added 
to the Bill. 


New clause— 


“The boundaries of the county borough of 
Dublin shall, as from the commencement of 
this Act, be the boundaries recommended for 
the city of Dublin by the Report of the Muni- 
cipal Boundaries Commission (Ireland), 1879, 
appointed to inquire into and report on the 
boundaries of certain towns in Ireland, and 
the boundaries of the city of Dublin shall be 
extended accordingly, and the powers and juris- 
diction of the municipal corporation of the 
city shall apply and be in force within the 
area of the city as so extended. The Local 
Government Board shall, after the passing of 
this Act, make such order or orders as may be 
necessary or convenient for carrying this enact- 
ment into execution, and for that purpose shall 
have all the powers conferred on them by this 
Act or any Order in Council made thereunder 
with respect to the alteration of boundaries, 
the adjustment of property. income, debts, 
liabilities, and expenses, or any matters inci- 
dental thereto."—( Mr. J. Redmond.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a second time.” 
—(Mr. J.. Redmond.) 











Mr. J. REDMOND: I regret that this 
clause comes on at this hour of the morn- 
ing, when it is quite impossible for me to 
enter fully into the reasons for it. All I 
will say is this. In the year 1879, when 
a Royal Commission inquired into this 
question of the extension of boundaries 
in Dublin, the Royal Commission unani- 
mously recommended that the boundaries 
of the city of Dublin should be extended 
so as to include neighbouring townships. - 
The city is somewhat peculiarly situated. 
The population is congested to an extent 
probably unknown in any other city in 
the United Kingdom, and the extension 
of boundaries recommended by the Royal 
Commission is extremely essential for the 
prosperity and advancement of the city 
in the future. There were over 100 wi:- 
nesses examined before the Royal Com- 
mission representing various parties, and 
the balance of testimony was strongly i: 
favour of the extension. It is true that 
there were some objections raised chiefly 
on the ground that it would mean in- 
creasing the rates in these townships, 
but that objection, whatever was its 
yalue at that time, has almost entirely 
disappeared since then, because the rates 
in the townships have risen since that 
date. If this amalgamation takes place 
there will be one uniform rate, which wi!! 
be actually less than the rate levied in 
most of these townships. There has been 
no general revaluation since 1854. Since 
that time a sum amounting to nearly 
two millions has been spent on the im- 
provement of the city, and the increased 
valuation consequent on the expenditure 
of that sum has been only £2,000. Ji 
this extension takes place it is caleu- 
lated that the valuation will be increased 
by £130,000 or £140,000. Sir, I regret 
extremely that it is impossible for me 
at this hour (ten minutes to five in th 
morning) to fully explain this clause io 
the Committee. It is one of the greatest 
possible importance to the city of Dublin. 
and I believe a very strong case could 
be made out to the Committee for it. Its 
importance to Dublin no one can over- 
rate, and I trust it will be accepted py 
the Government. 
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CotoneEL SAUNDERSON: Ii the 
henourable Member had been able to say 
that the two townships to which he has 
referred desire incorporation, that would 
have had great weight with the Com- 
mittee ; but, as a matter of fact, they are 
unanimously opposed to this incorpora- 
tien. I do not think the Corporation of 
Dublin have shown to the townships 
outside that their management of the 
city of Dublin is such as to induce the 
townships tc join them. For instance, 
the drainage of the city of Dublin is a 
disgrace to the city. The river Liffey 
is the main sewer of the city. All I 
can say is, if any inhabitant of an out- 
side township desires to have his feelings 
aroused against the Corporation of Dub- 
lin, all he has to do is to stroll alongside 
the Liffey. I heard a story the other 
day of a man who tried to commit suicide 
in Dublin. He made determined and 
elaborate preparations to effect his pur- 
pose; he bought a rope, a pistol, and a 
quantity of poison. He swallowed the 
poison, then he tied the rope to a lamp- 
post on Carlisle Bridge, and fired the 
pistol at his head. The shot, instead of 
hitting his head, struck the rope and cut 
it. The man fell into the Liffey, which 
was so foul that it caused him to throw 
out the poison, and so his life was saved. 
I imagine that that man entertains no 
very high opinion of the manner in which 
the Dublin Corporation attends to the 
drainage of their city. As the townships 
themselves spent an .enormous sum of 
money in carrying out a most perfect 
system of drainage, they do not see why 
they should be included within the boun- 
daries of the city. For these reasons I 
hope that the Government will refuse 
to entertain this clause, which is opposed 
unanimously by these townships. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I quite recognise the importance 
of this subject, but I think the honour- 
able Member will feel, and the Com- 
mittee will feel, that so many interests 
are involved, and the matter so deserves 
and requires to be thrashed out before a 
Private Bill Committee, that it would be 
contrary to all precedent and all public 
policy if we make such a change in what 
I may describe as an appendix to a public 
Bill of this kind. I hope the honourable 
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Member will feel the force of this ob- 
servation, and will not press the Amend- 
ment now, although I quite recognise 
that it is a matter in which he naturally 
and properly takes great interest. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: Of course, under 
the circumstances I cannot press the 
Amendment any further. If the circum- 
stances were different, and the time were 
different, I think it would be necessary 
to have a long Debate on the subject, as 
the question is of so great importance. 
However, I have nothing to do now but 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
New clause— 


“(1) There shall apply to Ireland so much 
as the Lord Lieutenant by Order in Council 
declares applicable of the Allotments Acts, 
1887 and 1890, and the Local Government 
Act, 1894, as far as same relates to the acqui- 
sition, the hiring, and the letting of land for 
allotments, 


“(2).An Order in Council under this see- 
tion may (a) apply any of the said enact- 
ments to both county and district councils, or 
to either of them, notwithstanding that they 
relate to county councils only, or district coun- 
cils only, or to parish councils only ; and (b) 
make such adaptations of the said enactments ag 
appear necessary or expedient for carrying into 
effect the application thereof to Ireland.” ~ 
(Mr. Power.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a_ second 
time.”"—( Mr. Power.) 

Mr. POWER: A great deal has been 
done for the agricultural labourer, but 
nothing for the artisans and labourers 
living in towns. I propose that there 
should be power to apply the Allotment 
Acts of 1887 and 1890, and the Allot- 
ment Sections of the Parish Councils 
Act. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to say that the subject was 
receiving the attention of the Govern- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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New clause— 


“The council of an administrative county 
may pay out of the county fund, as general 
expenses incurred in the execution of their 
duties under the Local Government Act, 1898, 
any sum not exceeding thirty-one pounds in 
any one year as an annual or other subscrip- 
tion to the funds of any association of county 
councils which may be formed for the purpose 
of consultation as to their common interests, 
and the discussion of matters relating to local 
government, as well as reasonable expenses of 
the attendance of representatives, not exceeding 
in any case four, at meetings of the associa- 


tion.”—( Mr. Dillon.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. DILLON: With one or _ two 
slight alterations, the wording of this 
clause is exactly the same as the clause 
in the English Act. The English Asso- 
ciation of County Councils has become 
a most useful body, and I have no doubt 
that if a similar organisation is formed 
for Ireland it will have a like success. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
there should be some experience of the 
working of the county council before an 
association of this kind is formed. I am 
afraid that if an association were formed 
immediately, the only effect would be to 
provide, at the expense of the county 
fund, a pleasant outing to members. 
Further, the clause, as drafted, would 
permit of more than one association 
being formed, which is an important 
departure from the English precedent. 
I cannot accept the proposal. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall not press it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be reported, with the Amend- 
ments, to the House.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hope I may be 
permitted, on this Motion, to make my- 
self the mouthpiece of a large body of 
Members of the House in offering a word 
of congratulation to the Chief Secretary 
in connection with the conduct of this 
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Bill. We have been in conflict with 
him over a hundred clauses of the Bill, 
and, while we have had some very hard 
things to say of him, I do not think he 
has ever said one hard thing of us. The 
right honourable Gentleman has dis- 
played those great qualities which most 
of us recognised during his conduct 
through this House of the Irish Land 
Bill. I congratulate him on his conduct 
of the Bill which we have just concluded. 
I believe it will not only add to his repu- 
tation and his credit, but to the credit of 
this House and the credit of his Party, 
and, I believe, to the benefit of our 
country. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
amended, con- 


Bill reported; as 
sidered. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (rising in response to general 
eries of “Third Reading!”) said: I 
should like, of course, to take the Third 
Reading now, from every point of view, 
but, Sir, the general indication of the 
course of business did not imply that 
the Third Reading would be taken this 
morning. Although no pledge was given 
by the Government, I am afraid that 1f 
any honourable Gentleman came down 
on Monday, and desired to express his 
views on the Third Reading, he might 
have some reason to complain when he 
found that the Bill had been read for 
the third time at the close of a long sit- 
ting at five o'clock in the morning. 


CotonsL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I beg to move that this Bill be now 
read a third time. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept that, 
as the promoters of the Bill desire the 
Third Reading to be set down for Mon- 
day. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Motion made, and question put— 


“That this House do now adjourn.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


House adjourned at 5 a.m. 


<in Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 15th July 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter-past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with— 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14). 


PIER AND HABBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1). 


And the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with— 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY. 
ST. HELENS CORPORATION, 
KEIGHLEY CORPORATION. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


USK VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 
.VOL. LXI. [FourtH SERIES. | 
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IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION  3ILL. 


The Queen’s Consent signified; and 
Bill reported with Amendments. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March last, “That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 28th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be read 
the second time ; agreed to ; Bill read the 
second time accordingly. 


RENFREW BURGH AND HARBOUR 
EXTENSION BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March last, “ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 28th day of June next,” he dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill b - read 
the second time ; agreed to; Billre d the 
second time accordingly. 


DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND STOKE 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
8th day of March last, “ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tues- 
day, the 28th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be read 
the second time ; agreed to ; Billread the 
second time accordingly. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


DEVONPORT, PLYMOUTH AND 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Committed. 
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TOTTENHAM AND EDMONTON GAS 
BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BILL. 


The Queen’s Consent signified; Bill 
read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments; a further Amendment made; 
Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


MATLOCK URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time, and_ referred to the 
Examiners. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


WALKER’S ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 





































CROMER GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL, 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agrced to. 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


LONDON, CHATHAM AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec 

tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bill, viz. :— 

M. Bristol, 

E. Camperdown (chairman), 

L. Colchester, 

L. Plunket, 

L. Penrhyn ; 
Agreed to, and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bill. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series. Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2156. China (Shanghai with 
Soochow and Hang- 
chow) ; 


No. 2157. Germany (Prussian 
Finances, 1890 to 1897). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 
List of all Pensions granted during the 
year ended 20th June, 1898, and charged 
upon the Civil List. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (MANCHESTER). 


Order made by the Council of the City 
of Manchester dividing into polling dis- 
tricts the several divisions of the Parlia- 
mentary Borough of Manchester. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888 
(COUNTY OF KENT). 


Order of the County Council of Kent 
converting the parish of Cheriton into 
the Cheriton Urban District, under sec- 
tion 57 of the Act, as confirmed by the 
Local Government Board. 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFFICE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1898. 
Order by the Secretary for Scotland 
for the removal from office of Dugald 
McKechnie, esquire, Sheriff of Argyll. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 


Message from the Commons for copy 
of the Minutes of Evidence taken before 
this House, together with the proceed- 
ings and the documents deposited in the 
case ; Ordered to be communicated, with 
4 request that they may be returned. 


{15 Jury 1898} 





Advanced. 1138 


BILLS ADV ANCED. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 
Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the 8th 
March, 1898, “That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday, the 28th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read the second 
time; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the &th 
March, 1898, “That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday, the 28th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read the second 
time; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the 8th 
March, 1898, “That no _ Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday, the 28th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read the second 
time; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly. 


PIER AND HARBOUR ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 1) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order of the 8th 
March, 1898, “That no _ Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shal] be read a 
second time after Tuesday, the 28th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read the second 
time; Agreed to; Bill read the second 
time accordingly. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 1) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Tuesday next. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Tuesday next. 


{LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Tuesday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Report of Amendments (which stands 
appointed for this day) put off to Tues. 
day next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

Read the third time (according to 

order), with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


SOLICITORS BILL. [H.L.1 


Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


IRISH SALMON FISHERIES. 
Tue EARL or HOWTH: My Lords, I 


rise to call attention to the present un- 
satisfactory condition of the Irish salmon 
fisheries, and to move to resolve— 


“ That whereas a Royal Commission was 
lately granted to consider and report on the 
laws, modes of fishing, and conditions of the 
Tweedside and Solway district fisheries of 
Scotland, Ireland has now a paramount claim 
upon the Government to appoint a_ similar 
Royal Commission or Committee to advise and 
report upon the salmon fisheries of that 
country.” 


My Lords, it is perfectly well known by 
the public that the Irish angling salmon 
fisheries have been utterly ruined owing 
to the want of salmon fish in the fresh 
water of that country. Since the year 
1886 I have been somewhat actively en- 
gaged in endeavouring to support 
angling interests, but I have found Her 
Majesty’s Government in Ireland—and I 
may add, also, the honourable Privy 
Council—so cold and so averse to seeing 
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any more salmon admitted into the Irish 
rivers that I gave up the case. I have 
now turned round, my Lords, and have 
taken up the cause of what may be 
termed the mercantile salmon fisheries 
of Ireland, and I shall endeavour to 
explain to your Lordships that, for the 
benefit of those fisheries, a great deal 
more fish should be allowed into the 
Irish upper streams. By way of argu- 
ment I will first of all allude to what 
is done by different nations. It is well 
known that Canada is the first nation 
in the world in so far as the manage- 
ment of her fisheries is concerned, and 
Canada adopts every possible means that 
can be found in order to get the upper 
waters of her rivers largely filled with 
fish. She only allows one-third of the 
water to be occupied by nets, and the 
other two-thirds of the water are occupied 
by the salmon getting up the river. In 
Ireland, my Lords, every effort is made 
to prevent salmon getting up the rivers. 
The law of netting in Ireland is in a 
dreadful condition, and only a short time 
ago the present Master of the Rolls 
made some attempt to define this law, 
but found the task impossible. I would 
ask your Lordships to look at the great 
difference between the law of Ireland 
and the law of Canada in reference to 
netting. I now turn to Norway. It is 
well known that in Norway experiments 
have been tried by Herr Landmark—per- 
haps the first authority on fisheries in 
Europe—and by a _ gentleman whose 
name was mentioned in your Lordships’ 
House only three or four days ago—Mr. 
Archer, the Inspector of Scottish 
Fisheries, and extraordinary  resul‘s 
have been obtained by allowing more 
salmon into the upper waters. This 
is what is required in Ireland. Scot- 
land has always had a great deal more 
fish in the upper waters of her rivers 
than Ireland, and this is at once dis- 
tinctly proved by the value of the 
inland fisheries in Scotland—promi- 
nently of the river Tay and_ other 
rivers ; while in Ireland there is no place 
—at least, I have not heard of one— 
where there are any valuable inland 
fisheries. A short time ago the Scottish 
people complained of what was going 
on on the river Tweed. A great deal 
of rioting existed there, and it became 
so strong that a gunboat was sent up, 
but had to come down in consequence 
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of one of the poachers being wounded. 
A Royal Commission was appointed to 
consider the laws, and they expressed 
themselves very strongly in favour of 
letting the salmon up into the upper 
waters. Here are the observations of 
the Royal Commission— 


Salmon Fisheries. 


~ It seems to us that, as a general principle, 
Mr. Archer is right in advocating that netting 
in the sea, for commercial purposes, should be 
encouraged, and that netting in the narrow 
waters of rivers should be restricted. The 
rivers should be kept for breeding the fish, 
rod-fishing being only allowed. This will give 
sufficient inducement to those who have rights 
of fishing to protect the fish during and after 
the spawning season, which, in our opinion, 
is absolutely necessary if the production of fish 
in the river is to be adequately maintained. 
Evidence was put before us as to the great 
improvement effected in the value of the 
fisheries in several rivers, the Sands river in 
Norway, the Dee in Aberdeenshire, and cer- 
tain rivers on the west coast of Sutherland, 
where these principles have been applied to a 
considerable extent.” 


Treland alone has been neglected in this 
matter, and I would urge upon your 
Lordships the paramount claim which 
Ireland has upon the Government fer 
the appointment of a similar Royal 
Commission or Committee to advise and 
report upon the salmon fisheries of that 
country. Her Majesty's Government 
and the Privy Council are opposed to 
any more fish being let up into the 
upper waters of Ireland, but if 
the Government and the Privy Council 
were to ask themselves, “Are we acting 
rightly in doing in Ireland exactly con- 
trary to what is done by all the great 
nations of the world?” I think they 
would have to admit that they were not. 
I wish to refer, first of all, my Lords, to 
the question of poaching. Ireland is 
a nation to whom Providence has been 
bountiful in giving her a large produce 
of salmon, and Providence has also been 
bountiful in supplying a peasantry whose 
greatest delight is in poaching, killing 
and slaying, especially in the spawning 
time, when they do an enormous amount 
of damage to their unfortunate fellow- 
fishermen down below the river; in fact, 
I should not be surprised if they took 
30 per cent. in many rivers off the value 
of the fish that are taken. This is a 
great scandal. Now, as regards the 
quantity of fishing that is going on. A 
very important angling society in Ire- 
land, called the Irish Tourist Association 
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—of which the Earl of Mayo is chair- 
man—sent round circulars all over the 
country, and the replies they received 
were to the effect that the whole of the 
rivers of Ireland, with the exception of 
& very few, were in the hands of poachers. 
This is the case from one end of the 
country to the other, and the loss of 
property by poaching during the last 
30 years amounts to a king’s ransom. 
The deterioration of Irish angling has 
been most noticeable during the last 
10 or 12 years, in which space of time 
matters seem to have been going from 
bad to worse. The lakes and rivers, 
except in some few favoured districts, 
seem to be without supervision of any 
kind and at the mercy of poachers. In 
Ireland there are the most perfect natural 
salmon and trout rivers in the world, 
rivers whose upper waters offer the best 
possible spawning grounds, and whose 
deeper and lower reaches afford everything 
necessary in the way of suitable shelter 
and haunts for mature fish. The causes 
militating against an adequate supply 
of fish are found to be poaching and 
the want of proper protection. The 
peasantry of Ireland have assumed such 
a spirit of independence, especially in 
connection with salmon, that they carry 
on their poaching practices in every 
direction without let or hindrance. There 
is the other very serious point, that the 
bailiffs who are supposed to look after 
the poachers are extremely lax in the 
performance of their duties. I could 
give many instances of the correctness 
of this statement. I respectfully sub- 
mit that if Ireland’s fisheries are to 
flourish the present system of poaching 
must be done away with. I would sug- 
gest that a law should be passed making 
it almost a felony to poach salmon from, 
say, October 10th to January 10th. I 
would further suggest that during these 
months the Government should give the 
police a free hand, and that in the more 
important districts the police from out 
stations should be allowed to come in 
and render assistance during the active 
spawning season. I will now call your 
Lordships’ attention to a fact that has 
not been very generally, if ever, brought 
before the public, which will, I think, 
prove, and prove conclusively, the great 
difficulty that is experienced in Ireland 
in order to secure immunity from poach- 
ing. Of the districts in Ireland only 


Earl of Howth. 
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six or seven have what may be termed 
a dominant interest—that is, some vested 
right or interest that has sufficient power 
to get value for money expended on 
salmon preservation—over the fisheries 
of their river, and these are principally 
in the north of Ireland. Among the 
districts I refer to are Bangor, which 
employs 100 bailiffs; Ballina, which 
employs 420 bailiffs; Ballyshannon, 
which is another district well preserved, 
employing 200 bailiffs; and London- 
derry, which, on paper, is the most 
flourishing district in Ireland, employ- 
ing 280 bailiffs. The funds at the dis- 
posal of the various boards of conserva- 
tors, particularly in the smaller districts, 
are only the proceeds of the sale of 
licences, and are totally inadequate even 
to pay a sufficient staff of water bailiffs 
to watch the rivers, and what we suggest 
is that these funds should be supple- 
mented by an annual grant of money in 
aid from the Government. The fact 
that salmon is yearly getting scarcer in 
the upper waters is easily accounted for. 
Fishes, like animals and birds, if they 
are persecuted by men, in the first in- 
stance change their habits, and after 
having changed their habits they desert 
the locality. We have it on the most 
undoubted authority that the irregularity 
that is going on at the sea mouths of 
the rivers is very great, and that the 
fish are so frightened and alarmed that 
they turn back into the sea. They then 
await the close time when the nets are 
up, and go in their hundreds and thou- 
sands up to the spawning beds and breed 
an enormous number of salmon, which 
has inflated to an excessive degree the 
production of salmon and the export 
statistics. Ireland is entitled to an 
inquiry into this subject, and a report 
thereon. The present state of things 
will lead ultimately to the ruin of the 
Irish salmon fisheries. That is per- 
fectly well known. The first river I 
will refer to is the Suir. An appeal 
case was heard before the Judicial Privy 
Council on October 23, 1896, in reference 
to the fishing in the fresh waters of the 
Suir. Let me just quote a few samples 
of the official evidence. In stating the 
case Mr. Wright, Q.C., said that nets and 
boats were formed in a circuit, by means 
of which the fish were entrapped. Those 
boats and nets were used for some 16 
miles in fresh water, and some nets were 
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fished from bank to bank. Mr. Cormack 
(Inspector) stated that by this mode of 
fishing very few fish escaped. Quoting 
an inspector as his authority, Mr. Bar- 
ton, Q.C., stated that there were 50 miles 
of spawning water with only one bailiff 
to protect it. The second evidence was 
given by the police, who said the 
poachers had their own way in con- 
sequence of the small number of bailiffs 
there were to look after them. Mr. 
Jones handed in statistics to prove that 
the police, with all their other duties, 
effected as many prosecutions for poach- 
ing as all the bailifis put together. I 
will now refer to the river Blackwater, 
of which I was an angling tenant for 
five years. For the first two years there 
was a very fine show of fish, and no 
run of fish was late. In the third and 
fourth seasons the fish became scarcer, 
and in the last year the fish became 
so scarce that I gave up the water. Mr. 
Foley, tenant of the Lismore Weir and 
Artificial Fishery, close by the tideway, 
reported in 1895 to the Salmon Fisheries 
Inspector that he had caught a great 
number of gravid fish in November in 
nets, and even while fishing for parent 
fish for his hatchery. In 1895 the 
Conservators’ report stated that the fish 
were small on the spawning beds, and 
that the Blackwater fisheries had 
deteriorated. In 1896 the Conservators’ 
report stated that the stock of breeding 
fish was much smaller than the previous 
winter, and that the general run was 
of a very small size. The report ex- 
pressed the opinion that the fisheries 
had declined, and were declining, on the 
Blackwater. With regard to the 
hatcheries Mr. Foley stated that on 
November 15th, 1896, 131 salmon were 
taken out of the weir. He stated that 
in all 35 spring fish and over 450 spawn- 
ing fish were caught and returned to the 
water. The question therefore occurs, 
Why did not these fish find their way 
to the spawning beds? That is what 
we want to know, and what we want a 
Royal Commission to inquire into. An 
independent report was made a short 
time ago by Mr. Ffennell, the Times 
correspondent, and a __ well-known 
authority, on the Blackwater. A con- 
siderable portion of the report appeared 
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in the Field of last Saturday. In his 
concluding remarks Mr. Ffennell says— 


“ The Blackwater is not producing anything 
like its proper quantity of fish owing to the 
improvident manner fisheries are carried on at 
Lismore. The development of the fisheries is 
not only kept in check, but it is threatened 
with inevitable deterioration.” 


I, my Lords, can add a rider to this 
report, and can assert and prove, if 
angling be a test, that there are rivers 
in Ireland where there are even less 
salmon than in the Blackwater. I refer 
to the Suir, the Nore, and the Boyne— 
all valuable mercantile salmon rivers. 
I have also, in conclusion, to refer to 
the river Shannon. This is the greatest 
river in Ireland, if not in the United 
Kingdom, and nothing could be more 
melancholy than its present condition. 
A member of your Lordships’ House— 
Lord Massy—said it had been deteriora- 
ting every day since 1867. Several hun- 
dreds of anglers have deserted the river, 
and it was only last April that the 
citizens of Limerick met, figuratively 
speaking, in sackcloth and ashes to 
bewail the ruinous condition of their 
noble river. There are 13,000 persons 
connected with the licence system of Ire- 
land, and they pay £10,817 for salmon 
licences. That is a tremendous repre- 
sentation, and I claim that we are 
entitled to a Commission. I therefore 
move the Motion which stands in my 
name. 


*Viscount CLIFDEN: My Lords, I can 
corroborate much that the noble Earl 
has stated. He has all the facts at his 
fingers’ ends, and I have not ; but I have 
had the experience of a lifetime on one 
of the rivers he mentioned—the Nore. 
I have been a fisherman all my life, and 
I do not know a prettier stream in any 
part of the United Kingdom. I have 
been telling my countrymen for years 
that they are letting thousands a year 
run to waste by not preserving that 
stream. It is no joke, my Lords, but a 
fact, that all that is preserved are the 
poachers. If your Lordships could see 
what goes on in the dusk of the evening 
with the cots you would be surprised 
that any fish got up at all. There 
is another river that borders my county 
—the Suir—which the noble Earl 
mentioned. I have been along that 
river by rail, and I have often wondered, 





Petit earn eae Se SP ae AF LOY ST NEE I 


pace 


Ext. 2 mee 


I IST Se ee 


ress 


a BS a 


eae + mene» nt 





1147 Trish 


seeing the number of cots and nets, 
how any fish could possibly get up. I 
think the noble Earl has made out his 
case, and I do hope your Lordships will 
grant this Commission, because many ct 
the rivers in Ireland, if not most of 
them, are undoubtedly running to ruin. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I cannot help confessing that, as a fisher- 
man myself, my own personal sympathies 
are entirely with the noble Earl who 
has brought forward this Motion in his 
endeavours to improve the fisheries of 
Ireland, and though I am aware it is 
a somewhat risky thing for anybody 
occupying a subordinate position in the 
Government to give utterance to a per- 
sonal opinion, I am comforted by the 
knowledge that the sympathies of Her 
Majesty’s Government are also to a very 
great extent with the noble Earl. I 
entirely repudiate the statement made 
by the noble Earl that the Privy Council 
or the Government authorities in Ire- 
land Lave done anything to prevent fish 
from getting up into the upper waters, or 
have in any way tried to injure the 
fisheries of Ireland. I think, my Lords, 
that the Government and the inspectors 
of fisheries are fully alive to the fact 
that a good deal might be done to im- 
prove the fishing in Irish rivers; and 
though it is a fact that there has been 
no actual legislation on the subject, or 
any inquiry since the year 1870, still, 
I know that the Irish inspectors have 
made certain definite recommendations 
with regard to the suppression of poach- 
ing, and with regard to the enactment 
of a minimum penalty, which is a most 
important matter. It is true that these 
recommendations have not yet been acted 
upon, but the noble Earl must know that 
public time in regard to Ireland has been 
very fully taken up in years past, and 
that there has not been time for every- 
thing. But I can assure the noble Earl 
that the Government have in no way 
lost sight of the recommendations made 
by the inspectors. They consider that 
it is certainly worthy of careful con- 
sideration, whether or not an inquiry 
by Royal Commission or otherwise 
should precede any legislation which 
might be brought in to deal with the 
question. Further than that, my Lords, 
IT am afraid I cannot pledge the Irish 
Government at the present moment. I 


Viscount Clifden. 
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should like to say that the inspectors 
do not quite agree with the alarmist 
view which is taken by the noble Earl 
with regard to the [Irish fisheries, and 
they consider that the figures of the 
last few years of the exports to nine of 
the principal markets give very fair 
indication of the prosperity of the Irish 
fisheries. Although in 1897 the number 
of boxes of salmon sent off was consider- 
ably below that of previous years, still 
the number for the three previous years 
—1894, 1895, and 1896—showed a great 
improvement compared with the preced- 
ing years. With regard to the question 
of poaching, I would call attention to 
the report of the Irish fisheries inspectors 
for 1897, which has, I think, only been 
laid upon the Table of your Lordship’s 
House during the last few days. In 
that report the inspectors say— 


Salmon Fisheries. 


“In regard to offences generally against the 
Fisheries Laws, we are glad to say they have 
diminished. This is owing to the vigilance 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, and vhe better 
supervision by the water bailiffs in some dis- 
tricts.” 


Well, my Lords, I am sorry that T can~ 
not give the noble Earl a more definite 
answer than I have given him. I can 
only say this question will meet with 
the earnest consideration of the Irish 
Government. They think, and the Irish 
fisheries inspectors think, that the money 
which would be expended in a Royal 
Commission might very likely be more 
satisfactorily employed in an experi- 
mental investigation into the habits :nd 
natural history of the salmon, about 
which we are still a good deal in the 
dark. Still, as I have said before, they 
will give careful consideration to the 
question as to whether or not legislation 
on the subject had better he preceded 
by a public inquiry. 


*Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
will not detain your Lordships one 
moment, but with regard to the answer 
made on behalf of the Irish Government, 
I should like to say that, as usual, we 
get a great deal of sympathy, but very 
little is done. The Irish Government 
have been fully informed on the subject 
by a committee formed by the Irish 
Tourist Association. This committee 
took the trouble to send a number of 
questions round the country, and the 
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very full and voluminous answers, num- 
bering 103, which the Committee re- 
ceived, showed that the deterioration was 
appalling. All that is asked is that 
the existing laws should be properly 
carried out. The Acts of Parliament 
take cognisance of all the practices, and 
the law as it stands is capable of deal- 
ing with anyone so offending, save and 
except the taking of small and under- 
sized fish; but the chief difficulty is 
to get it set in motion. River bailiffs, 
watchers, and others in authority are few 
and far between, while the police—ex- 
cept in the Dublin districts and neigh- 
bourhood, where they do what they can 
and render considerable assistance— 
although in possession of the necessary 
powers, abstain, as a rule, from exercising 
them, and adopt generally an attitude 
on a par with that manifested by them 
in regard to the Game Laws; in other 
words, a policy of non-interference. This, 
however, is mainly swing to the Con- 
stabulary regulaticns. If instructed, the 
police could, while patrolling, stop 
an immense amount of poaching. When 
there is a conviction the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland very often reduces the fine to 
such a small sum that there is practically 
no conviction at all. We ask that 
the existing laws should be properly 
carried out, and, if they were, poaching 
in Ireland would be almost stopped. I 
therefore hope the Irish Government 
will do their utmost to relax some of 
those hard and fast rules by which the 
constabulary are unable to put in force 
the law as it at present exists. 


Tue Eart or HOWTH: My Lords, 
I should like to say a few words in 
reply to what the noble Earl has said 
with regard to the intentions of the 
Trish officials. It is very remarkable 
that Ireland should be the only place 
to which a Royal Commission has not 
been sent. 


THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The 
Marquess of SatisBury): I rise to a point 
of order. Has the noble Earl a right to 
speak a second time on the same subject?! 


Tue Eart or HOWTH: In 186), 
when the Commissioners were—— [Cries 


of “Order!”] 
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Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hauspury): The question is that this 
Motion be agreed to. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: What 
is the Motion? 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I do not 
like to disagree with the noble Marquess 
on a point of this character, but, as a 
Motion has been moved, has not the 
noble Earl a right of reply? 


Tue PREMIER anp SECRETARY or . 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: That 
is the point. I did not understand the 
Motion was moved. 


Tue Eart or HOWTH: I certainly 
moved the Motion. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHrovurne): I hope the 
noble Earl will be satisfied with the 
assurance which he has received that the 
matter shall be looked into. 


Tue Eart or HOWTH: I withdraw 
my Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


BENEFICES (No. 2) BILL. 


House in Committee, according to 


order. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 8, leave out ‘two months,’ and 
insert ‘one month.’”"—(The Earl of Sel- 


borne. ) 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: The effect 
of making the period two months was 
not appreciated at the time. By sub- 
section (a), clause 2, the bishop is entitled 
to refuse to institute if transfer has 
taken place one year previously to the 
vacancy, and by sub-section 2 of the 
same clause the bishop is directed to 
give one month’s notice to the church- 
wardens of any parish of the name of the 
presentee. If the clause were left to 
stand as it is at present, it would be pos- 
sible that transfer might be effected on 
the 31st December, with the understand- 
ing that the incumbent would then at 
once resign, and a certain named person 
would be presented to the benefice. The 
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transfer might take place on the 31st 
December ; the incumbent might on the 
lst of January apply for leave to resign 
—he might obtain that permission within 
a week if there was no obvious reason 
for refusing it. The patron would then 
present at once, and the bishop would 
submit the name of the presentee to the 
churchwardens. The notice would expire 
in February, and the bishop might then 
at once proceed to institute, and only a 
few weeks afterwards, at the end of 
February, would he be aware that a 
transfer had taken place just previously 
to the vacancy and the presentation. It 
ought obviously not to be possible for a 
change in the incumbency to be carried 
through before the fact of the transfer has 
been necessarily made known to the bishop 
by registration. I am sure that there is 
ample precedent for registration as 
quickly as this, because it is necessary 
by the present law to register a bill of 
sale within seven days, and therefore there 
can be no hardship in having to register 
the transfer of a right of patronage within 
one month. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: I do not rise to 
oppose the proposed duration of time, but 
to call attention to the fact that there is 
no obligation laid upon the diocesan 
registrar to register within any time. It 
must be registered in the prescribed 
manner within one month; but registra- 
tion does not depend upon the patron 
but upon the registrar who is regis- 
tering, and there is no duty cast 
upon him anywhere to register. The 
rule-clause does not provide for any rule 
which will cover that case. I think it 
would be quite sufficient, probably, if it 
were provided for by rules, but there are 
two or three rules in connection with this 
registration, which do not seem to me 
to be within the rule-making power, that 
had better perhaps be considered under 
the rule-making clause. 


Question put, and agreed to— 


“ Page 1, line 15, after ‘auction’ insert ‘or 
otherwise.’ ”—(Lord Herschell.) 


Lorp HERSCHELL: The amendment 
which I have to move contains an ab- 
stract of the views which I laid before the 
House on the second reading of this Bill. 


Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 
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I do not intend to detain your Lordships 
more than a very few moments, and I 
shall not insist upon pressing my amend- 
ment to a Division if the Government do 
not see their way to accept it. It is ne- 
cessary in connection with this amend- 
ment to refer to one other in order to 
show what the scheme is which I propose 
to submit to the House. On the second 
reading of the Bill I do not think there 
was any question raised as to the ex- 
pediency, speaking generally, of allowing 
the sale of advowsons, which in a large 
measure, at all events, was an evil of 
the same character as the sale of next 
presentations. I do not think it was 
denied. The noble Earl objected to the 
extension of the Bill in that direction, 
and alluded to a case in which it was 
desirable to sell an advowson in connec- 
tion with an estate, and that in that ex- 
ceptional case the evil did not exist in 
the same measure, and moreover that 
there were certain advantages connected 
with it. Now I do not propose to alter 
the provision of the sub-section which 
enables the advowson to be sold in con- 
junction with an estate in the particular 
case alluded to, namely, by auction, and 
therefore it would be the same with re- 
gard to these cases. An advowson would 
remain incapable of sale in such cases as 
that suggested by the noble Earl in 
charge of the Bill. I do not propose, so 
far as relates to sale otherwise than by 
auction, that the provision should come 
into operation for thirty years. It may 
be said, why not wait until some future 
time and then Parliament can deal with 
the matter in the meantime. The diffi- 
culty is this, if you give notice of this 
distinction and allow this period of thirty 
years, I do not think there can be any 
serious complaint of interfering with 
existing interests. If you do not do any- 
thing you are met by the same difficulty 
—whether five or ten years hence the 
question be raised of stopping the sale 
of advowsons in the manner provided by 
this Act, it will be said you ought not 
at once to stop the sale of advowsons, 
excepting by compensation, and what 
difficulties the question of compensation 
would give rise to is apparent on the 
second reading. The scheme is one 
which would end in the ultimate abolition 
of the sale of advowsons, but it would not 
operate at the present time at all—not 
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till thirty years had expired from the 
passing of the act. That is the point 
really raised by the amendment, and I 
now beg to move— 


“ Page 1, line 15, after ‘auction’ insert ‘ or 
otherwise.’ ” 


*Tue Earn or SELBORNE: I think 
I am correctly interpreting the object of 
the noble and learned lord by saying that 
he means by this amendment to stop any 
possibility of the sale of advowsons thirty 
years hence, except by way of auction, 
under limited conditions. 


Lorp HERSCHELL : No, not py 
auction—“ sale or otherwise.” Any sale 
will be stopped unless in conjunction with 
an estate. 


*THe Earn or SELBORNE: That 1s 
exactly what I mean to say—any sale 
will be stopped thirty years hence, ex- 
cepting one under certain limited con- 
ditions in connection with the sale of an 
estate. Now, my Lords, this is the class 
of amendment that was pressed very 
much upon the Government in the House 
of Commons ; and I think it would really 
be almost sufficient if I were to say that 
it is wholly and entirely outside the 
purview of this Bill. It may be a good 
object or a bad one, but the Government 
in the House of Commons resolutely op- 
posed any attempt to enlarge the scope 
of the Bill, so as to include the object 
which the noble and learned lord has 
in view. I would respectfully say, also, 
that even if there was not that funda- 
mental objection to introduce legislation 
of this kind into this Bill, the matter is 
not so simple as the amendment of the 
noble and learned lord might seem to 
lead one to suppose. Surely provision 
has to be made, if such legislation hap- 
pens in the future, for what is to happen 
to the rights of presentation which can- 
not henceforth be sold. It is not suf- 
ficient, surely, to say that in default of 
the voluntary transfer and in the case 
of complete negligence of the duty of 
presentation, the right of presenta- 
tion will in the course of time lapse to 
the bishop of the diocese. Surely that 
would be rather a haphazard and loose 
way of legislating upon this very impor- 
tant subject. It would be necessary to 
provide machinery to which all rights 
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of presentation could be transferred, 
when, after a certain length of time, 
those who were legally owners of that 
right showed complete indifference to 
their rights, or if they were willing to 
transfer them for nothing. My Lords, 
I hope that the noble and learned lord 
will pardon me when I say that I do not 
think his object is secured by his own 
amendment. He proposes to insert the 
word “or otherwise” in line 15 after the 
word “auction,” so that the clause would 
read—‘“It shall not be lawful to offer 
for sale by public auction or otherwise.” 
That would not stop the transfer of 
livings for pecuniary considerations after 
thirty years. All that it would do would 
be that it would make it unlawful to offer 
them for sale. It would be lawful 
for the owner of an advowson to accept 
money for the livings which he possessed 
—it only would forbid him to offer 
the living for sale. Therefore, if there 
were not the objections which I have 
endeavoured to enumerate, there is the 
objection that the object of the noble 
and learned lord would not be met by 
his own amendment. Without dwelling 
further upon that point, I have to say 
that the amendment is outside the pur- 
view of the Bill, and cannot be accepted 
by Her Majesty's Government. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: I do not intend 
to press the amendment further after 
what has been said, although I cannot 
admit that the amendment is outside the 
purview of the Bill. This is a Bene- 
fices Bill. Its purview is a very wide 
one, and I cannot see how dealing with 
the sale of advowsons is more outside 
the purview of a Benefices Bill than 
dealing with the sale of next presenta- 
tions. One is as much connected with 
a Benefices Bill as the other. 
understand the difficulty at the present 
moment of passing an amendment of this 
description, which the Government are 
not prepared to accept, as raising a 
larger and wider question no doubt than 
that which is dealt with in the Bill. I 
do not think it would be so ineffectual 
as the noble Earl suggests, but I do 
not think it is worth while discussing 
that, because I do not intend to press it 
further. 


Amendment, b-~ leave, withdrawn. 


I quite | 
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“ Page 1, line 16, after ‘advowson’ insert 
‘held and.’”—(T'he Archbishop of York.) 


THe ArcuBisHop oF YORK : It 
appears that many of your lordships 
have felt, as was described by the noble 
and learned lord, that this clause opens 
the door rather too wide as regards the 
cases in which sales may take place of 
advowsons by public auction, and I ven- 
ture to suggest that the difficulty might 
be met if the words “held and” were 
inserted after the word “ advowson.” At 
present it would be very easy for any- 
one wishing to sell an advowson to put 
it up for sale in conjunction with any 
manor when he may not have held it 
in conjunction with that manor, and by 
requiring that it should be held in con- 
junction, I think it would shut the door 
against very great abuse which might 
still exist after the passing of the clause 
as it at present stands. It is quite pos- 
sible that some other amendment might 
meet this difficulty in a better way, but 
I should like to feel sure that it would 
be met somehow. It seems to me that 
at present, even as the clause stands, the 
facilities for sale by public auction of 
advowsons remain very great indeed, and 
much greater than there is any necessity 
for maintaining, even with a view to the 
preservation of the rights of the present 
owners of advowsons. I therefore move 
the insertion of the words “held and” 
after the word “advowson.” The sub- 
section would then read— 


$ It shall not be lawful to offer for sale by 
public auction any right of patronage save 
in the case of an advowson held, and to be 
sold, in conjunction with any manor or here- 
ditament.” 5 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I hope 
that the most reverend prelate will not 
press that particular Amendment, be- 
cause, if he will look at the Paper of 
Amendments, he will see that I have an 
Amendment which, I think, would meet 
the objection he has in view. I propose 
presently, if the most reverend prelate 
withdraws his Amendment, to move to 
leave out “any manor or hereditament ” 
in line 17, and to insert “not less than 
one hundred acres of land in the same 
or an adjoining parish, and belonging to 
the same owner.” The effect of that will 
be that no advowson can be offered for 
sale by public auction unless it is sold 
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in conjunction with at least 100 acres of 
land in the same or an adjoining parish, 
and belonging to the same owner. Il 
think that carries out the effect intended 
by the most reverend prelate, and it 
also meets the criticism of the learned 
Lord made by him on the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill the other day. 


Tue ArcuBisHop oF YORK: The 
suggestion meets most of the difficulties 
of the case, but these hundred acres may 
not be acquired ad hoc, while any other 
might be. The point is met by the 
words, that it should be held by some 
settlement, along with the manor. 
Under the words of the noble Earl, it 
will be possible for a man to acquire 
100 acres of land. This Amendment does 
not shut the door against that purchase 
of land for the purpose of erabling him 
to sell the advowson. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Might I 
suggest to the most reverend prelate 
that his own words are exactly subject 
to the same criticism; it might be held 
for one hour, 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: A 
hundred acres is rather a small quan- 
tity of land. If the noble Earl would 
raise the number of acres there might 
be something in it. A hundred acres 
might be arranged to be sold with the 
advowson. 


Tue ArcupisHop oF YORK: I 
meant that the land should be held under 
some settlement. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
most reverend prelate’s Amendment does 
not say s0, 

Tue ArcupisHop or YORK: I will 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: I would suggest 
to the noble Earl whether there is a 
necessity for leaving out “manor,” and 
putting in “land of 100 acres in the 
parish,” because I am told that there 
are cases where the owner of the manor 
might not have a hundred acres; and if 
he owns the manor, the charge has 


always been held, and in the sale of the 
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manor it would be a case vf transferring 
the advowson. 


THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Is not 


a manor a hereditament? 


Lorp HERSCHELL: Yes, but it is 
not to be less than a hundred acres. My 
Amendment was to leave in the word 
“manor,” and then add, “or with.” I 
think, if you are to allow it with 100 
acres you should allow it with the manor. 


*Toe Eart or SELBORNE: Then it 
would read “manor, or with an estate.” 


Lorp HERSCHELL: If the noble Earl 
will leave out “hereditaments,” and 
insert “with an estate in land of not 
less than 100 acres, situate in the parish 
in which the benefice is situate, or in an 
adjoining parish, and belonging to the 
same owner,” it would, I think, meet 
the requirements of the case. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: 
the Amendment in that form: 


I move 


“ Page 1, line 17, leave out ‘ hereditament’ 
and insert ‘with an estate in land of not less 
than one hundred acres situate in the parish 
in which the benefice is situate or in an 
adjoining parish and belonging to the same 
owner.’”—(T'he Earl of Selborne.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


“ Page 1, after line 17, insert ‘any sale or 
any transfer of a right of patronage in contra- 
vention of this sub-section shall be void: pro- 
vided always that the foregoing provision in 
so far as it relates to a sale otherwise than by 
public auction, shall not take effect until the 
expiration of thirty vears after the passing of 
this Act.’”—(Lord Herschell.) 


Lorp HERSCHELL: I do not know 


whether the noble Earl accepts that 
Amendment. 
*THe Eart or SELBORNE: I cannot. 


The point has been very carefully con- 
sidered since the noble and _ learned 
Lord brought it forward on the Second 
Reading. I am advised that, although 
no doubt an actual conveyance would be 
valid in which money had passed, yet 
the contract for that conveyance would 
be void, and the vendor would be in- 
dictable, and, as an auction cannot be 
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an easily concealed affair, it must be 
fairly publicly known that the auction 
has taken place, and, that the vendor 
in that contract has, at that auction, 
broken the law, I am advised that it is 
not necessary to insert the words that 
the noble and learned Lord proposes. I 
am advised that there is an absolute ob- 
jection, because, whereas the transaction 
might, by some inadvertence, have 
escaped attention at the time, the point 
might be raised many years afterwards, 
and if the noble Lord’s words were in- 
serted, although the conveyance had 
taken place many years previously, and 
although the patron who was then enjoy- 
ing the benefit derived from that con- 


(No. 2) Bill. 


veyance might have been perfectly 
innocent of the transaction, the 
whole title might be upset. The 


real answer to these technical points is 
that these sales by auction are extremely 
few in number, and that it is not neces- 
sary, in the opinion of those who have 
been studying the subject, to close the 
door further than is done by the words 
as they stand at present. I am, there- 
fore, unable to accept the noble and 
learned Lord’s Amendment. 


Lorp HERSCHELL : I cannot say that 
Iam quite satisfied with the noble Farl's 
reasons. It is perfectly easy to preserve 
the rights of a third person, buié I do 
not see why you should allow the trans- 
action to be valid as between the parties 
who are pronounced by the law tu be 
doing an unlawfui act. As the clause 
now stands, he may accomplish all he 


wishes to accomplish, subject to a 
chance of being indicted. 

Question put. 

Amendment negatived. 

THe Bishop or SALISBURY: Is 


there to be no punishment for a contra- 
vention of this section? 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE 
punishment will be by indictment. 


The 


“ Page 2, line 8. after ‘section’ insert ‘or 
commits any breach of the promissory part of 
his declaration.”"—(T'he Earl of Portsmouth. } 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: The 
Amendment I have down on the Paper 
is similar in principle to the Amen? 
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ment which I see my noble Friend in 
charge of the will has down—I mean the 
Amendment he put down subsequent to 
my Amendment. The object of my 
Amendment is to render any breach of 
the promissory part of the declaration 
punishable. I do not myself think there 
will be any difficulty in inserting these 
words, because Parliament is quite 
within its rights in saying that any 
breach of the promissory part of the de- 
claration will render the man making it 
liable to a misdemeanour—liable to the 
punishment attaching to the law of per- 
jury. My noble Friend thinks it will be, 
perhaps, more consistent if the Amend- 
ment to carry out the same object were 
inserted somewhat subsequent in the 
Bill—a few lines lower down—and, as 
our intentions are quite the same, I am 
quite willing to withdraw my Ament 
ment on the understanding that he will 
press his. 


Benefices 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: It would 
not have been possible to accept the 
Amendinent in the form in which mv 
noble Friend moved it, because breach of 
promise is not perjury, and it would not 
be possible to make it so, but it seems 
to the Government a very proper offence 
to include amongst those which can be 
dealt with under section 1 of the Clergy 
Discipline Act, 1892. Therefore, I would 
move the Amendment I have down— 


“Page 2, line 8, after ‘section,’ insert ‘or 
commits any breach of the promissory part of 
his declaration.’ ” 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


“ Page 2, line 21, after ‘ redemption,’ insert— 


“(8) A transfer of the whole interest of the 
transferor in the right shall not be necessary 
where the consideration for the transfer shall 
be applied to some church purpose approved by 
the bishop, in writing, provided that suc 
transfer is registered in the prescribed manne 
in the registry of the diocese within two 
months from the date of the transfer.”—/7’he 
Marquess of Bristol.) 


*THe Marquess or BRISTOL: My 
Lords, there are two reasons for which 
I think this Amendment should be 


Earl of Portsmouth. 
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accepted. One, because I think it would 
be an advantage to the Church, and the 
other because I am not one of those who 
think that, when Parliament is engaging 
in some reform, it would be weil to go 
further than the necessities of the case 
require. I apprehend, my Lords, that 
those who have charge of this Bill have 
put into it the forbidding of the sale of 
next presentations, in order to prevent 
the scandals which, unfortunately and 
admittedly, have been happening in con- 
nection with these sales. But in the 
Amendment I propose, I do not think 
there is any danger to scandal arising. 
Scandals must attach either to the ver- 
dor or the purchaser. I think that where 
the vendor, openly and above-board, and 
for purposes which no doubt have the 
approval of everyone, sells an advow- 
son—in that case there can be no scan- 
dal. But I can quite imagine that some 
of your Lordships might think that, with 
regard to the purchaser, the case mizht 
be somewhat different. Those who hold 
that view must, I think, have a very 
small belief in the adequacy of those 
safeguards which have been so abun- 
dantly placed in this Bill against the 
appointment of certain persons, who 
would not be fit for the performance of 
the sacred duties of the parish, and it is 
because I think that these scandals will 
not happen in this case, that I trust the 
noble Earl and your Lordships will agree 
to the Amendment, and I think, if you 
do, that it will be the means, from time 
to time, of enabling some increase to 
be given to the smaller and _ poorer 
livings, of which there are so many in 
all the dioceses of the kingdom. 


(No. 2) Bill. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: I am 
afraid that this Amendment is one 
which it is quite impossible for the 
Government to accept. The point of 
view from which this Bill has been 
drafted is that the sale of next presenta- 
tions is, in itself, an indefensible iranaac- 
tion, and it cannot be argued, if thet 
view is sound, that an_ indefensible 
transaction becomes defensible because 
the money received for it is applied to a 
good and worthy purpose. It would, 
therefore, be quite impossible, on its own 
merits, to accept the Amendment; but 
there is ancther, and very cogent rea- 
son, which I am sure will commend itself 
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years’ penal servitude; so there is an 
analogy between the celebrating clergy- 
man of a forbidden marriage and the 
officiating auctioneer at a forbidden 
sale. However, as I think the form in 
which this section is cast at present is 
certainly open to some objections, I will 
consult my noble Friend upon the sub- 
ject. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: I shall be quite 
content with any form which will give 
some substantial penalty. 


*Tue Bisnop or SALISBURY: I 
would ask Her Majesty's Government 
whether it is possible in any way to 
check, not only public auction, but 
public advertisement of benefices. I 
have recently had in my hands a publi- 
cation called the Church Patronage 
Gazette, in which there are at least three 
benefices in my diocese offered for sale— 
a form of advertisement which would be 
much more likely to attract unworthy 
presentees than a sale by public auction. 
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to the noble Marquess, and that is, that 
if he is of opinion that this exception 
should be made to a general rule, there 
may be others in your Lordships’ 
House, who think that there should be 
other exceptions, and if one exception 
were let in there would be an imme 
diate demand to let in a large number 
more; but the whole principle of the 
particular exception now asked for 1s 
against the view which Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken in promoting 
this Bill, and I cannot accept the noble 
Lord’s Amendment. 


Benefices 


Question put. 
Amendment negatived. 


Question put— 


“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Lorp HERSCHELL: I should like to 
ask the noble and learned Lord the Lord 
Chancellor to consider, before the next 
stage, the point we have been discuss- 
ing. I confess I feel a great objection 
to forbidding a transaction, and then not 
providing any punishment for doing the 
thing which is prohibited. It is not 
upon the lines of recent legislation to 
leave a thing of that sort to a common 
law indictment, and, further, it would be 
much better to make a transaction in- 
valid as between the parties—that is 
really the best penalty—while, at the 
same time preserving from injustice any 
persons who subsequently took without 
notice of the invalidity. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: I am not 
quite satisfied with the language as it 
stands, because it is only a question of 
offering for sale, and does not operate 
against any of the parties but the unfor- 
tunate auctioneer; but I doubt very 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: Of course, 
the right reverend prelate’s sugges 
tion will be considered, but I cannot hold 
out any hope that we will be able to do 
anything towards meeting what is, I‘be 
lieve, a very novel proposal. 


*Tue Bishop or SALISBURY: It is a 


very pressing evil. 


Motion agreed to, 


CiausE 2. 


“Page 2, line 30, leave out ‘three,’ and 


insert ‘five.’”"—(The Archbishop of York and 


the Bishop of Winchester.) 

THE ARCHBISHOP oF YORK: When 
this Bill was first introduced in another 
place the period within which the bishop 
might refuse to institute was the cause 








much whether there is any necessity to 
go so far as the noble and learned Lord 
suggests. I think one might alter it so 
as to provide a specific penalty or what 
not, but I may remind the noble and 
learned Lord that where you have pro- 
hibition of marriage under certain cir- 
cumstances—Lord Hardwicke’s Act—the 
marriage is perfectly valid ; but the per- 
son who celebrates it is liable for 14 











of much discussion. This is really a very 
important clause. It would be possible, 
under this clause, that a patron might 
appoint, in one of the most important 
livings, say, in London, a man who had 
been only three years in orders. After 
all, the power exists with the bishop. I 
think, therefore, that the period should 
be extended to five years, which would 
be a safeguard against many of the evils 


1163 Benefices 


which would arise if the lesser period 
were maintained. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE : I am 
afraid I cannot accept the Amendment. 
This point was thrashed out in the House 
of Commons. I do not pretend to say, 
for this purpose, that three is right and 
five is wrong, any more than I pretend 
to say that five is right and three is 
wrong; but on general grounds of ex- 
pediency, taking the balance of diffi- 
culty between the two, the decision was 
come to by Her Majesty's Government 
to make it three years instead of five. 
I would point out that the three years 
would not always in every case apply to 
very young men, because there are older 
men ordained to whom the five years 
might really amount to almost a hard- 
ship. At any rate, Her Majesty’s 
Government have determined to adhere 
to the three years, and therefore I 
cannot accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


“Page 2, line 39, after ‘Act’ insert— 


“(c) If he is satisfied that the representations 
made by the churchwardens on behalf of the 
parishioners, in reply to the notice served 
upon the churchwardens under this Act, that 
the presentee is unsuitable for the benefice in 
question, are well founded.”—/Zarl Grey.) 


*Eart GREY: The object of the 
Amendment which I have the honour to 
move is to give to the bishops power to 
enable them to refuse to institute the 
presentee on the general ground of his 
unsuitability to the benefice in question, 
and I trust, my Lords, that you will 
grant me your kind indulgence while I 
endeavour to explain to you some of the 
reasons why it appears to me it is 
important that this House should 
either adopt this Amendment, or should, 
at any rate, support it with sufficient 
stiength to convince people outside that 
there is a party in this House which does 
not consider any Measure dealing with 
Church patronage reform final or com- 
plete unless it contains provisions which 
will compel the owners of the right of 
presentation to exercise their right as a 
trust in the interests of the parishioners 
at large. What the real evil 


is in 


connection with this patronage system ? 
Archbishop of York. 
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It does not appear to me to be so much 
that the right of presentation is the sub- 
ject of sale, but that, notwithstanding 
the fact, as the noble Earl in charge of 
the Bill pointed out, that the Statutes of 
Elizabeth and Anne, and _ subsequent 
legislation, show that the law had always 
intended that the right of presentation 
should be regarded as a trust, there is 
no legal obligation on owners of advow- 
sons, either under the law in its present 
state or under the law as amended by 
this Bill, to treat their right of presenta- 
tion in any way as a trust. I 
am aware that under a later clause in 
the Bill patrons are prevented from pre- 
senting presentees who are bankrupt in 
either means, health, or intellect, and 
that to this extent the powers of the 
patrons are restricted. But it will still 
remain in the power of the patron who 
does not present a presentee who is thus 
ear-marked by bodily or mental infirmity, 
or pecuniary embarrassment, to force 
upon the parishioners anyone whom he 
may please, however unacceptable the 
presentee may be to the parishioners who 
are to be committed to his charge. This 
is the evil which lies at the root of the 
scandal with which we have to deal, and 
which, unless my Amendment or some 
similar Amendment is accepted, this Bill 
does nothing to remove. I confess 
it appears to me to be little short 
of monstrous that whereas elaborate 
care is taken to secure the profes- 
sions and every branch of _ the 
Civil Service against the admission 
of unsuitable men, the cure of souls, one 
of the most responsible positions in the 
whole scheme of our local administration, 
is open to anyone who can obtain a 
friend to buy an advowson and present 
him to the benefice. It is this uncon- 
trolled power which the owner of the 
advowson possesses, of being able to pre 
sent to a living the stupid member of 
his family, who is unable to earn a liveli- 
hood in any other direction, which gives 
to patronage its value. It is this power 
which gives rise to the evils which 
make legislation necessary, and if we 
can remove this power, or safeguard 
this power, I question much if legislation 
would be necessary at all; but so long as 
this power of presenting anyone the 
patron pleases, without having regard to 
the interests of the parishioners, continues 
to exist, it is my opinion that any legis- 
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lation which you may put upon the Sta- 
tute Book will not attain the object you 
have in view. I am totally unable to find 
any solace or consolation in that part of 
the Bill which deals with next presenta- 
tions. It is a common and notorious 
practice for men to buy advowsons, pre- 
sent, and then sell again. In a volume 
published recently by Canon Gore it is 
stated that as many as 600 benefices 
where the incumbent is his own patron 
have been subject during recent years to 
transactions of this character. So long 
as the patron has the right to present 
anyone he pleases, without any regard 
to the parish, without taking into con- 
sideration the interests of the 
parishioners, then this practice of pur- 
chasing advowsons, presenting, and then 
selling again will be followed, and this 
Bill, which affects to sweep away the 
sale of next presentations, will not 
achieve its object. It may be asked, 
why does not this Bill, as sent up by 
the House of Commons, provide that the 
patron should be compelled to ad- 
minister his patronage as a trust in the 
interests of the parish? I _ have 
heard it stated in the House of Commons 
that this House, which is a House 
of patrons, would never give its consent 
to any provisions which would make it 
necessary for the patron to consider the 
interests of the parishioners when he 
makes his presentation. My Lords, that 
seems to me to be a reflection upon this 
House, and if the only patrons we had 
to consider were the patrons who are con- 
nected with the land, and this House, 
I daresay it might be urged, after the 
most satisfactory statement by the most 
reverend prelate as to the way in which 
the landowners administer their rights 


of patronage, that there would be 
no necessity for this Bill at all. 
But there are other patrons who 


have to be considered, and whose mal- 
practices bring great discredit upon the 
Church of England—namely, the 600 
inen to whom I have already referred, who 
buy advowsons, present themselves, and 
sell the advowsons again. These are the 
men with whom we have to deal, and if 
no Amendment is incorporated in this 
Bill of the character I am proposing, then 
I say that this evil will not be stopped. 
If, on the contrary, an Amendmen:— 
not necessarily mine, but a similar one— 
is proposed in this House, and_ incor- 
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porated in this Bill, then the great evils 
connected with the scandals of the pre- 
sent system of patronage will be stopped 
altogether. In considering this Amend- 
ment, I trust that greater regard will 
be had to the principle of the Amend- 
ment than to the way in which that 
principle is carried out by the Amend- 
ment. My object in moving the Amend- 
ment is to obtain an expression of opinion 
that bishops should be empowered, under 
certain circumstances, to reject the pre- 
sentee on the ground of his unsuitability 
to the parish. That is the principle. It 
may be urged that it confers too much 
power upon the bishops. Very well; I 
am perfectly willing to withdraw my 
Amendment in favour of any other which 
makes it necessary that a Commission 
such as is appointed in the further clauses 
of this Bill should report to the bishop 
that the presentee is not suitable before 
the bishop has any power to refuse to 
institute him. That might be advisable in 
the interests of the patron, in the inte- 
rests of the presentee, and in the interesta 
of the parish, and also in the interests of 
the bishop. In making this suggestion 
that this Amendment should be incor- 
porated in this Bill, I have the precedent 
of the clause which was in the Bill of the 
late Archbishop of Canterbury. In his 
Bill of 1886 it was provided that the 
bishop should have power to reject the 
presentee, on the ground that in the 
opinion of two-thirds of his diocesan 
council of patronage the presentee was 
not a fit or proper person to be instituted 
to the benefice in question. I regret that 
a clause of that character was not 
included in the Bill and sent up to your 
Lordships to pass. The rights of the 
parishioners appear to me to be too much 
overlooked in this Bill. The noble Earl 
said it was a great step forward that the 
law should give notice to the church- 
wardens of the intention of the parish 
to institute a presentee, and that 
the churchwardens should have one 
month within which to make their objec- 
tions. It is no very great advantage to 
the parishioners that they should know 
who is going to be appointed to the parish 
unless they have the power of making 
representations on the ground cf the un- 
suitability of the presentee to their own 
parish, which will enable the bishop, on 
proper inquiries having been made, to 
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refuse to institute him. That is the 
object of my Amendment, and I trust 
that the House will see its way to adopt 
this particular Amendment, or hold out 
some assurance that one of some such a 
nature shall be included in the Bill, so 
as to safeguard the interests of the 
parishioners and make it absolutely 
necessary that a patron, in exercising his 
patronage, should consider the interests 
of the parishioners and regard his right 
of patronage as a trust and not as a 
property. 


*TuHe Bishop or WINCHESTER: I 
am sure that all your Lordships must 
agree with the fundamental principle 
underlying the Amendment proposed by 
my noble Friend, although, as it stands, 
its wording seems to me to run counter 
to the other provisions in the Bill. We 
cannot, unfortunately, vote for a prin- 
ciple, however excellent. We must vote 
for or against a specific Amendment 
couched in specific words. Now the 
Amendment of my noble Friend appears 
to me to amount practically to this: 
that the churchwardens, controlled by 
the bishop’s discretion, are to decide 
finally as to the suitableness or unsuit- 
ableness of the person presented to the 
living. Personally, I have great confidence 
in episcopal discretion, but I can hardly 
expect that the country at large will 
express quite so much confidence in that 
discretion, and I confess, as I said before, 
that it does seem to me that the pro- 
posal, as it stands, goes almost contrary 
to the rest of the Bill from first to last. 
Indeed, we should hardly require any of 
the other clauses safeguarding the condi- 
tions under which a man_ should be 
appointed if this clause were now to be 
inserted. Practically, the churchwar- 
dens controlled by the bishops would 
have power given them to decide on un- 
defined general grounds as to what my 
noble Friend calls the “suitableness” or 
“unsuitableness ” of any man presented 
to a living, and I can hardly believe that 
the country is prepared to transfer re- 
sponsibility so largely from the patron, 
and to place such unreserved confidence 
in the controlling power of the bishops 
and the churchwardens. I am glad, 
however, to be allowed to give expres- 
sion from the Bishop’s Bench to our 
warm recognition of the principle 
which underlies what the noble Earl has 


Earl Grey. 
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proposed. We all desire that the unsuit- 
able man should be kept out, and that the 
suitable man should be put in; and that 
is what this Bill has endeavoured to do. 
We are all desirous, too, that the legiti- 
mate wishes of parishioners should be, 
so far as possible, ascertained and re 
spected. As to the definition of what 
suitableness and unsuitableness should 
practically consist of, those are matters 
upon which an immense difference and 
variety of opinions would be found to 
exist, and what we have to consider is, 
what we can at the present moment 
reasonably enact and secure with refer- 
ence to the restrictions to be exercised 
on the rights of patronage. While I cor- 
dially agree with the noble Earl in prin- 
ciple, I cannot agree that what he has 
suggested will be consistent with the 
rest of the Bill, and I must therefore, 
though with very great reluctance, vote 
against the Amendment. 


Tue ArcupisHop or YORK: I am 
prepared, my Lords, to go somewhat 
further than my right reverend brother. 
I think we are all only desirous that the 
suitable man should be appointed, and 


that the unsuitable man _ should 
be excluded; but, for myself, i 
am extremely desirous that in one 
way or another the opinion of the 


parishioners should be taken. It may be 
that the noble Earl’s Amendment may 
not be the best possible way of granting 
this power, but I think it would be a 
great blot on the Bill if there was not 
a definite recognition of the interests of 
the parishioners in the appointment of 
their own clergy, and of their right to be 
heard, at all events before he is 
appointed by the bishop. I should be 
very glad to support any Amendment of 
this kind consistent with the general prii- 
ciples of the Bill. 


Tue Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I really welcome with great plea- 
sure that which we have just heard from 
the most reverend prelate, the Archbishop 
of York. He has, I think, exactly 
touched what I regard as the principle 
of the Amendment of the noble Earl. 
The principle is this: that the parish- 
ioners should have a voice, and it seems 
to me that you will never have any 
contentment in the parish unless that is 
so. With regard to the objection that it 
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puts too much power in the hands of the 
bishops, I am not going to express either 
confidence or lack of confidence in them. 
The bishop is not of his own motion to 
do this; it is only when the parishioners 
make a representation to him that he has 
to determine whether or not that repre 
sentation is such as he should act upon; 
therefore, that is something very different 
from giving the bishop an_ initiative 
power of putting a veto upon the nomi- 
nation of the clergy to benefices. All he 
has to do is to consider those objections 
with any other objections which arise 
under the Bill. I am far from saying 
that the Amendment is complete in itself, 
and I am also very sensible of the real 
difficulty which there would be in framing 
a satisfactory law by which so vital and 
important a change should be introduced 
into the Church as that the parishioners 
should have a voice. I do not think any 
more important reform could be made, 
and I think it a matter of the greatest 
satisfaction that a bishop so highly placed 
as the one who has just spoken has made 
a declaration in favour of that principle. 
I cordialiy agree with the principle con- 
tained in the Amendment, and if the 
noble Earl goes to u Division I shall 
record my vote in favour of it. 


THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: I 
desire to join myself with the noble Lord 
in subscribing to the admirable senti- 
ments which have been expressed upon 
the subject ; but it is not admirable senti- 
ments with which your Lordships have tc 
deal—we have to deal with the Amend- 
ment that it is desired to put into the Bill, 
which, in my opinion, is a very odd one. 
The bishop has to be satisfied that the 
representations made by the church- 
wardens, on behalf of the parishioners, 
that the presentee is unsuitable for the 
benefice in question are well founded. 
The noble Earl opposite is enthusiastic 
for the voice of the parishioners, which 
I suppose means election by the 
parishioners. 


*Eart GREY: Being heard. 


Tue PREMIER anp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Very 
well, then, being heard; but I do 
not suppose they would thank you very 
much if they were only heard; but 
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nobody has ever argued that the church- 
wardens should be heard on this subject, 
and yet this Amendment would place this 
power entirely in their hands. It would 
be for them to decide whether or not a 
man was unsuitable, and I observe from 
this Debate that none of us are able to 
say what suitable or unsuitable means. 
If that is so, is it likely that the church- 
wardens should know any better? Sup- 
posing you were to give this power to 
churchwardens in a parish where there 
were a great many publicans, they would 
say that a teetotal clergyman was entirely 
unsuitable to the parish, and vice versa 
in a very teetotal parish, I have no doubt 
that a clergyman who took a liberal view 
ir these matters would be very unsuitable 
to the parish. I will not enter into the 
thorny questions of doctrine, but it is 
obvious how far every churchwarden 
would erect himself into a temporary 
Pope, in order to determine what doc- 
trines should and should not exclude from 
the tenure of a particular parish, and I 
would represent that the position that is 
essential to the churchwardens is one that 
could not possibly be vindicated. You 
may, for the sake of large and generous 
principles, vote for an Amendment in 
which you do not believe, but when that 
Amendment comes to be put into an Act 
of Parliament people would say that the 
churchwardens were intolerable, and it 
would result in a vote of the parishioners, 
and the unfortunate presentee would 
occupy the month, during which his 
name is nailed upon the church door, by 
canvassing everybody in the parish, and 
assuring them of his entire agreement 
with the sentiments which they enter- 
tained as to his suitability or unsuit- 
ability. You are raising a very large 
question indeed—a question, I venture to 
say, on which there has been, in the 
Church of England, a tolerable prepon- 
derance of opinion for the last two or 
three hundred years, and that is that elec- 
tion is not a good mode of supplying the 
incumbent of a parish, and until you 
have made up your minds to turn back 
from that opinion, and to adopt the other 
doctrine, I think you had better not 
meddle with the question by ambiguous 
and not very perspicuous language, lest 
you should find that you had surrendered 
a principle which was thought valuable, 
and introduced maxims which would be 
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Lorp HERSCHELL: I cannot agree 
that this Amendment in the slightest 
degree involves the question of election 
of the clergy by the parish. If you give 
an absolute power to the parishioners, 
then it would involve the question of elec- 
tion of the clergy by the parish; but 
even if you gave an absolute power there 
would be nothing inconsistent with the 
present mode of institution if the veto 
does not itself go so far as to give a 
veto to the parishioners. It merely 
requires that the parishioners’ represen- 
tations should be considered by the 
bishop, who may or may not act upon 
them, according as he thinks they are 
well founded or not. There is no obliga- 
tion on the bishop to refuse to institute 
because of the objections taken by the 
parishioners ; the Amendment only pro- 
vides for their being heard. In one 
respect I agree with the noble Marquess. 
I think the Amendment treats the 
churchwardens as too much representing 
in all cases the parishioners. I should 
like the representations of the parish- 
ioners attended to in the sense of being 
considered. I apprehend that that was 
in the mind of the promoters of the Bill, 
because the Bill itself provides that the 
notice is to be given to the church- 
wardens; they are treated for this pur- 
pose as representing the parish, and I 
imagine that that admitted to some 
extent the principle of my noble Friend’s 
Amendment. 


Tue ArcuBisHop or YORK : It 
would be quite easy to make that clear 
that the representations of the parish- 
ioners should be made through the 
churchwardens. I do not suppose for a 
moment that the churchwardens would 
act of their own accord and ask a bishop 
not to appoint any particular man. I 
apprehend that the principle is the voice 
of the parishioners, spoken through the 
churchwardens. Whether the Amend- 
ment is suitable for carrying its purpose 
or not, I am very strongly in favour of 
making some provision for the voice of 
the parishioners being heard, and I shall 
be very sorry indeed if the Bill goes forth 
to the world without that being done. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I will only 
add one word to what the noble Marquess 


The Premier. 
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most pernicious for the election of fitting 
persons for the service of the Church. 
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has said. This Debate has proceeded 
rather on the grounds that this Bill does 
nothing in the direction which my 
noble Friend advocates. For the first 
time this Bill proposes that the bishop 
shall be obliged to give a statutory notice 
to the churchwardens of every parish of 
the name of the man proposed to be insti- 
tuted as incumbent of the parish. The 
churchwardens are mentioned because 
they are the lay authorities who repre- 
sent the parishioners. What is the object 
of notice being given in the manner pro 
vided? It is not merely a_ private 
courtesy to the churchwardens; it is to 
enable the parishioners, who have seen 
the notice published in the prescribed 
manner, if they have any objections to 
the proposed incumbent, to bring them 
to the notice of the bishop. There is 
absolute security, if this enactment be- 
comes law, that in every parish every 
parishioner who chooses to use his eyes 
and read the notice shall have an oppor 
tunity of bringing to the attention of the 
bishop any objections he knows of against 
the institution of the proposed incumbent, 
and then the responsibility is thrown 
upon the bishop. But is there any 
ground of unsuitableness in the reason- 
able acceptation of that term which is 
not included in clause 2, sub-section b! 
By that clause the bishops may refuse 
institution on the ground that at the 
date of presentation not more than three 
years have elapsed since the presentee 
was ordained deacon. He may refuse 
institution on the ground that the 
presentee is unfit for the dischayge 
of the duties of the benefice by 
reason of physical or mental  infir- 
mity or incapacity. He may refuse 
institution on the ground that the 
proposed presentee is in a state of pecu- 
niary embarrassment of a serious charac- 
ter, or that he has been guilty of grave 
misconduct or neglect of duty in an eccle 
siastical office, or on the ground of evil 
life, and of having by his conduct caused 
great scandal concerning his moral char- 
acter since his ordination. On each one 
cf those grounds any parishioner may, 
who reads the notice, have an opportu- 
nity of bringing his objections to the 
notice of the bishop. Therefore, I main- 
tain it is quite impossible to provide 
machinery which will more fully give 
every parishioner that opportunity which 
your Lordships may consider he ought 
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to have. The question is whether the 
responsibility of acting on this informa- 
tion is to be vested in the bishops or in 
the churchwardens, or in « combination 
of the two. I maintain that the proper 
authority to deal with this matter is the 
bishop, and can only be the bishop. I 
think we have done all that is possible if 
we provide that there should be ample 
opportunity to the parishioners to bring 
to the notice of the bishops any objec- 
tions that they may know of to the 


character of the man that is to be 
appointed. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The _ noble 


Earl has entirely misunderstood the 
object of this Amendment. We all know 
that for certain specific objections the 
bishop may refuse to institute, and that 
the churchwardens may bring before the 
bishop the candidate who is not fit, but 
there are many other reasons for which 
a man may be unsuitable to serve in a 
parish, and we do not think it is right 
that the parishioners, with regard to 
those other objections, should not have 
the power of going to the bishop, and 
we think that that power should be in- 
cluded in this Bill. We do not ask by 
this Amendment that the churchwardens 
should decide the matter. They are only 
the mouthpiece of the parishioners—they 
are the channel through which the voice 
of the parishioners reaches the bishop, 
and it is the bishop who decides whether 
the man is unsuitable or not. 


*Viscount HALIFAX: The House 
hardly realises the extreme difficulty of 
this question, for it really involves a 
reconstruction of our whole system of 
patronage. At the present time there 
is, I believe, nothing which limits the 
churchwardens to being members of the 
Church of England. Surely it is a very 
grave matter to suggest that the whole 
of the parishioners, irrespective of their 
religious belief, are to be given power 
to represent to the bishop who is a fit 
and proper person to be the clergyman 
of the parish. It is within the know- 
ledge of everyone who has the least 
acquaintance with these matters that of 
all the modes of appointment which pre- 
vail in the Church of England, none are 
so bad as those in which the incumbent 
is elected by the parishioners. There 
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have been one or two cases within my 
knowledge where the elections under 
such circumstances have been a perfect 
scandal. There is no one in this House 
who does not sympathise with what fell 
from the noble Earl who has moved this 
Amendment—that patronage is a trust, 
and that it is to be exercised for the 
benefit of the parishioners. That we 
must all cordially endorse; but my ob- 
jection to the Amendment is, that if it 
is carried out, it will not conduce to the 
appointment of the best men in the 
parish, but might, in many cases, pre- 
vent the appointment of just the man 
who in the real interests of the parish 
ought to be appointed. 


Tue Bisnop or RIPON: I am quite 
sure that there is not one of us who does 
not entirely endorse what has fallen from 
the noble Lord. We are all of us alive 
to the great danger and the great scandals 
which arise from election to a benefice. 
Everyone who has looked at these things 
must be perfectly well aware of that, but 
I do not think that the question concern- 
ing such scandals or such elections is in 
any sense relevant to our considerations 
to-day. In the first place, there is no 
suggestion whatever that there should 
be even an opportunity for going round 
a parish and gathering up the suffrages 
and opinions of the parishioners. All 
that is suggested is that there should be 
an opportunity of representation of the 
views of the parishioners to the bishop. 
It has been said that this opportunity is 
provided for. The noble Earl in charge 
of the Bill has reminded us that a notice 
should be put upon the church door, and 
no doubt it is primarily true that that 
notice enables the parishioners, if they 
please, to give notice of objection to the 
proposed incumbent, but I maintain with 
every deference that that is hardly suffi- 
cient to meet the point which has been 
raised by the noble Earl opposite. The 
suggestion which he makes is that there 
should be not merely a tacit opportunity, 
which is only put‘in in a kind of silent 
fashion, but that the Bill should suggest 
that such an opportunity should exist, be- 
cause by virtue of its existence in the Bill 
it will call the attention of everybody to 
the fact that the parishioners are expected 
to lodge the grounds of their objection 
before the bishop. That is a very 








1175 Benefices 


valuable provision, and I do hope that 
something will be done to enable some- 
thing, at any rate, analogous to this 
Amendment to be introduced into the 
Bill, because, as it is, it almost looks as 
if we were giving something to the 
parishioners with one hand and taking it 
away with the other; or perhaps rather 
more like the Irishman who gave his son 
a bottle of whisky, and then locked it up 
in a cupboard, and when he came home 
he found his son rubbing a piece of bread 
on the outside of the cupboard door in 
order to get so far as he could the flavour 
of the whisky on his bread. You say, 
indeed, in some silent fashion in the Bill 
that there may be objections made, but 
you never suggest to the parishioner, as 
such, that he has a right to raise these 
objections. My Lords, we stand at the 
parting of the ways in the present day. 
Everywhere, in Convocation and in public 
meetings, all who are interested in the 
cause of the Church, all who speak con- 
cerning the value of the Church as an 
institution, all who say that her position 
is so highly popular because her work 
is so earnest, are telling us that the one 
thing we need to do is to give the lay 
people some opportunity, some voice, in 
the government of the Church. My 
Lords, is this the time for us to hesitate? 
Is this the time to refuse to do that in 
any case whatever? It is not simply a 
question of what may be done or what 
may be possible to do. The day may 
come when further legislation may take 
place, and the position of the parishioners 
may be much more clearly defined; and 
then, in such a day as that, this clause 
will be of extreme value; and I do hope 
that something will be done to show, at 
any rate, that the parishioners are 
expected to have some sense of their 
responsibility, and to make them feel 
that a door has been opened to enable 
them to give expression to their views. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: I cannot 
help thinking that the right reverend pre- 
late has misunderstood the purpose and 
the meaning of the Amendment sug- 
gested. I gather from what he says now 
that what he thinks ought to be done is 
to enable parishioners to make such ob- 
jections as are already provided for in 
the Bill. That is not the meaning of the 
Amendment at all. I do not understand 


Bishop of Ripon. 
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that the noble Earl simply means that 
the person who is supposed to be unsuit- 
able is to be considered unsuitable merely 
by reason of his being guilty of any of 
the matters mentioned in the Bill. 


*Eart GREY: On any ground whatso- 
ever. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: That is 
the whole point ; and what I would point 
out is this: that upon some vague 
ground—upon any ground whatever, as 
the noble Earl says—the parish, or some 
members of the parish, think proper to 
suggest to the bishop, the bishop is to 
refuse institution to the presentee. Just 
imagine what the bishop has to do He 
has to find out whether the representa- 
tions of the parishioners are well founded 
and that he is unsuitable to the benefice. 
Has anybody the least opinion as to what 
that means? In what respect is he un- 
suitable? Is he to be unsuitable in 
regard to doctrine, in regard to ritual! 
Is that point to be raised? Is he to be 
considered unsuitable in any political 


point of view—is that point to be 
raised! If it is a very Conser- 
vative parish—I_ will give that 
view preference—and the clergyman 


is a Liberal, is he to be considered an 
unsuitable person? As a matter of fact 
no one knows; no one can define exactly 
what unsuitability means, and that is the 
main objection to such an Amendment 
as this—that, although nobody knows 
what is suitable and what is unsuitable, 
the parish, which may not consist neces- 
sarily of members of the Church of Eng- 
land, are to decide whether he is suitable 
or not. The objection to legislation of 
this sort is that, whereas a presentee, 
who, by hypothesis, must be ordained, is 
entitled to some definite charge against 
him, or some definite proposition, which 
can be formulated and which people can 
understand, that charge can be made 
against him before he has received insti- 
tution, so that the elergyman, of all 
people in the world, is to be the only 
person against whom a vague charge of 
unsuitability is to be made, and which 
might deprive him of the position in his 
profession to which I think he is entitled 
if no objection can be made against his 
physical, mental, moral, or religious 
capacity. All of those suggestions can be 
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very properly inserted, and on a repre 
sentation by the churchwardens, as repre- 
senting the parish, any one of those 
objections may prevail if the bishop 
thinks proper. But this Amendment is 
only put forward as a sort of means to 
elicit an expression of opinion, and my 
objection to the Amendment itself is its 
utterly impracticable nature. Is there 
to be any machinery—any security—as to 
how parishioners are to express their 
views to the churchwardens? All of this 
sort of thing, if there were any reality 
in the Amendment, would have to be 
considered, but it is unnecessary to criti- 
cise now, because no one supposes that 
an Amendment of this sort will be 
pressed. It is only to elicit opinions on 
this subject that the Amendment has 
been brought forward, and I hope that 
your Lordships will not adopt a view 
which I think would imperil the position 
of any clergyman that he can be objected 
to as to his suitability without defining 
in the Bill what suitability is. 





Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: It seems 
to me that the noble and learned Lord 
quite fails to understand the meaning of 
the Amendment. The noble and learned 
Lord seems to think that it is a kind 
of injury to a clergyman who has been 
delayed ordination, and may be a per- 
fectly moral man, that he should be 
objected to. He seemed to think that 
the suitability of the clergyman is a thing 
which no person can determine. But 
what has the patron to do? Surely the 
duty of the patron is, not merely to deter- 
mine whether the man he is recommend- 
ing is a man of upright life, but whether 
he will be acceptable to the parishioners 
over whom he is to be placed. Everyone 
knows that there are parishes in which 
clergymen—excellent and conscientious 
men—will, after their appointment, 
invariably be the cause of injury to the 
Church. I have always thought that it 
was in the highest degree desirable that 
the parishioners should be heard. Then 
the noble and learned Lord says, Is there 
to be a vote by simply sending a repre- 
sentation to the bishop? If I were a 
parishioner, I should send mine through 
the churchwardens, and request that it 
might be forwarded to the bishop; and 
it seems to me that it is highly for the 
advantage of the Church that such a 
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general power should exist, and if you 
stick to the old ways, and try to limit 
that power merely to certain legal objec- 
tions, and do not give the laity a real 
voice as to the suitability of the clergy- 
man to the parish, you are losing an 
opportunity of introducing a reform into 
the Church which might tend to 
lessen a great many of the difficulties 
which now exist. What are these diffi- 
culties? They are difficulties with regard 
to differences of opinion and practices 
of the clergy of the Church, and who is 
there who will not say that if a man hold- 
ing extreme views—and who may be quite 
acceptable to certain congregations—is 
thrust upon a parish which does not care 
for those extreme views, he will not do. 
harm to the Church. and to the religion 
to which he belongs? I think, therefore, 
in principle, there is a most valuable sug- 
gestion in the Amendment which my 
noble Friend has suggested. I do not 
believe that it is so very easy to make 
all kinds of objections, but I do believe 
that if yoy were to introduce this Amend- 
ment into the Bill, possibly in some other 
form, there would be no difficulty 
in obtaining the real views of the parish, 
and I do not believe that a conscientious 
bishop would have any difficulty in deter- 
mining what course he ought to adopt. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: I do not know 
whether the noble Earl has given his 
attention to a few of the difficulties which 
surround this Amendment. There are 
many in the same position that I am— 
many who would agree with the idea that 
the parishioners should be able to give 
their opinion, but who think the result 
of dealing with it in the manner that the 
noble Earl proposes to deal with it would 
result in great confusion. If this power 
were to be given to the communicants of 
a parish, or if it were to be given to 
those who worshipped in the parish 
church, it would be a different matter ; 
but I take it that under this Amendment 
every person living in the parish— 
whether living there for a short or for a 
long time—would have a right of attend- 
ing this proposed meeting whenever 
the benefice should become vacant. We 
have had for some time something analo- 
gous to this in Scotland, and there seems 


to be a difference of opinion as to whether 
it has worked well or ill. In my experience 
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it is very questionable. In some cases 
it may have worked well, but where 
it has led to a great deal of controversy 
it has led to bad results; and in some 
cases, after many differences of opinion, 
and an attempt made to secure an able 
and good clergyman, each one has been 
objected to, and finally a very indifferent 
person is not objected to, because no one 
has ever heard anything about him, and 
it is thought that such a man as that 
will bring peace, whereas, as a matter of 
fact, he does nothing. I think we should 
pause before we rush Into a great ex- 
periment which we may now, on the spur 
of the moment, consider to be advisable. 
I agree with the principle of the Amend- 
ment, and should like it if it could be put 
in a workable form, but I think in its 
present form it is utterly unreasonable 
and utterly unworkable. Lately there 
has been. in the north of London. the} 
election of a clergyman going on for a 
certain number of days. I visited the 
place and saw placards all about, and I 
understand that the result of that elec- 
tion is that it has not left a very satisfac- 
tory feeling in the parish, and that there 
has been a great deal of heart-burning 
and personalities going on, and that, I 
take it, would be the case in many 
parishes if this Amendment is carried. 
I should like to know whether this 
Amendment is to apply to the enormous 
parishes in London and the other large 
centres of population. Take a parish 
containing 500,000 or 600,000 people. 
Are they to be canvassed, and is every-| 
body belonging to every denomination | 
to attend the meeting and, under some | 
circumstances, try to do the Church as | 
much harm as they can? The result of | 
that would be that religious questions | 
would be raked up, and you will open | 
the door to questions of doctrine and| 
questions of ritual which are expressly | 
barred by this Bill. While I think the| 
Amendment contains an excellent prin- | 





ciple under proper safeguards, I, at the | 
same time think that to accept it in 
its present form would be nothing short 
of disastrous. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: We all 


quite understand each other now. The 

object of this Amendment is really to 

enable the parishioners of a parish which 
Lord Kinnaird. 
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is mainly evangelical to object to the 
presentee who is ritualistic, or vice versd. 


Eart GREY: There has not been one 
single word of that description on my 
part. 


*THe Earn or SELBORNE: I am 
within the recollection of the House that 
that has been the point taken by many of 
the noble Lords who have spoken. If the 
Government were to accept an Amend- 
ment that could be worked in that way— 
and whatever the intentions of my noble 
Friend were, it could be worked in that 
way—their position would be perfectly in- 
defensible, because, notwithstanding 
Amendment after Amendment, and 
Division after Division in the House 
of Commons, the Government 
lutely refuse to introduce into this 
Bill any considerations of doctrine 
or of ritual, and the Bill goes so far as 
this, that in clause 3 questions of doc- 
trine and of ritual are expressly excluded 
irom the purview of the Appeal Court ; 
therefore, if this Amendment were car- 
ried, there would be absolutely no power 
under the Bill to appeal from a refusal 
to institute under it. 


reso- 


(Question put. 


The House divided:—Contents 22, 
Not-Contents 77. 
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Buccleuch and Cottesloe, L. Bill.” 
Queensberry) | De Saumarez, L. 
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Fortescue, E. James, L. ‘eae & 
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| worth, L. ‘ is simply to carry out more accurately 
Addington, L. what I understand to be the purport and 
; intention of the clause. The presentee 
Lorpv HERSCHELL: Before this} whose institution is refused is granted 


clause is put I should like to call atten- 
tion to the fact that here again some 
thing is ordered to be done, and there is 
no sanction in respect of the doing. Of 
course, if my noble Friends are content 
that it is to be left to the care of the 
churchwardens, it must be so, but that is 
the result ; and here, if they fail to give 
the notice which is provided for by the 
Statute, then the bishop will be liable to 
indictment, and the same will be the 
fate of the churchwardens if they fail to 
publish the notice in the prescribed 
manner. 


Tue PREMIER axnp SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Wiii 
the institution be valid if the presenta 
tion is invalid? 


Lorp HERSCHELL: There is nothing 
which makes the institution invalid. 


Tue PREMIER ann SECRETARY or 





an appeal to the archbishop and a lay 
judge. This is a newly-constituted court. 
But the appeal to that court is surely not 
intended to be on any other points than 
those which are defined in section 2, or 
similar grounds respecting the unfitness 
of the presentee. It must, however, be 
remembered that sometimes the bishop 
finds it necessary to refuse to insti- 
tute on the ground of lack of sufficient 
title on the part of the patron, and so 
forth, and such grounds are clearly quite 
unsuited to come before a court so consti- 
tuted. I do not think this Amendment 
will do anything more than give full 
expression to what is in the clause as it 
stands. 

*TuE Eart or SELBORNE: The object 
of this Amendment is to prevent it being 
supposed that a refusal on the ground of 
alleged want of title of a person present- 
ing is to be taken to the new court; in 
other words, to try a question of the 
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disqualification of the patron. I am 
quite prepared to accept this Amend- 
ment, which I think is quite necessary, 
put I would ask the right reverend pre- 
late to alter the wording. If he would 
strike out the words “ any other ground” 
and insert after the word “ presentee” 
the word “otherwise,” I think it would 
be improved. The Amendment would 
then read 





“Included in section 2 of this Act, or of 
unfitness or disqualification of the presentee 
otherwise.” 


Lorp HERSCHELL: Would it not be 
well to put in some such words “now 
left open to the bishop”? Otherwise, if 
you put in “any ground of unfitness or 
disqualification,” it rather suggests that 
the matter was to be left largely to the 
bishop. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I will con- 
sider that on Report. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: In line 6 I would 
suggest to insert, after the word “pre 
sentee,” “in the prescribed manner,” so 
as to bring the operation of the rule 
clause in. The only effect of that pro 
posal is that the matter will be left to 
the rules. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: 
accept that. 


I will 


Question put— 


“Page 3, line 6, after the word ‘presentee,’ 


insert the words ‘in the prescribed manner. 


Amendment agreed to. 


“Page 3, line 7, after ‘signification,’ insert 
‘if either of those persons shall demand a 
judicial hearing against such refusal, the case 
shall be set down for hearing in the diocesan 
court, which shall be a court of record and 
shall be held in public, and at any hearing 
the legal rules of evidence shall prevail. Such 
court shall consist of the bishop with his 
chancellor, or some other person learned in 
the law, at the bishop's discretion, sitting 


with him as legal assessor, unless the bishop 
ealls upon his chancellor to hear it alone, and 
within one month of such refusal by the 
diocesan court.”—(The Earl of Fortescue.) 


*Tue Eart or FORTESCUE: In rising, 
my Lords, to move this Amendment I 


Earl of Selborne. 
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must begin by asking your very kind 
indulgence, which, much as I have always 
needed it, I latterly need more than 
formerly, because at best I only hear a 
part, and generally only an infinitesimal 
part, of the instructive speeches made by 
other noble Lords. When I gave up, for 
the reason I have indicated, my intention 
of calling attention on the Second Read- 
ing to what seemed to me and to certain 
other noble Lords, to be the greatest 
defect of the Bill, I fully hoped that 
some more able speaker would call atten- 
tion to it with far more effect than I 
could possibly do. However, the next 
morning, having heard, though present, 
nothing of the Debate, I was sadly dis- 
appointed to find that no one had done 
so; I therefore reluctantly decided to 
give notice of this Amendment. When 
I say the greatest defect in the Bill, the 
Bill contains various provisions which 
claim my heartiest sympathy and sup- 
port ; but what seems such a very grave 
defect is the absence of any provision 
ensuring to the presentee or to the 
patron, if either of them desire it, any 
one public judicial hearing with a legal 
assessor assisting the prelate, and with 
opportunities of advising him and cross- 
examining the witnesses upon whose testi- 
mony institution is denied. That single 
hearing is necessarily a costly one. It is 
the hearing by the archbishop sitting 
along with a lay judge, whose joint judg- 
ment is final. Then neither of them has 
any further chance of appeal, because the 
bishop’s procedure in the case of a pre 
sentee whom he declines to institute is 
indicated rather than explained in the 
Bill, and is utterly and absolutely at 
variance with the recommendations of the 
Ecclesiastical Courts Commission in their 
Report signed in 1883 by almost all of 
them. Now, the composition of that 
Commission is rather remarkable. 
Among other distinguished persons, it 
comprised two archbishops, three bishops, 
seven clergymen, three of whom have 
since been made bishops; it comprised 
several eminent lawyers, including the 
Lord Chief Justice of England, some of 
them peers, and some of them were at 
the time or have since that time become 
judges. This Commission made the 
following recommendation— 


“Tf the clergyman does not submit, or if the 
complainant refuses to consent to the bishop 
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sentence without trial, a 
complainant may set down the case for 
hearing before the diocesan court. The 
diocesan court shall consist of the bishop, 
with whom shall sit, as legal assessor, the 
chancellor of the diocese, or some other person 
learned in the law, at the discretion of the 
bishop ; unless the bishop shall call upon the 
chancellor to hear the case alone, or sends 
the case direct to the court of the province if 
both parties give consent.” 


That is their first recommendation, to 
which there was very little objection. 
The second recommendation was— 


“that an appeal shall lie from the diocesan 
court to the court of the province, which shall 
consist of the officials,” 


and also— 


‘an appeal shall lie to the archbishop’s court.” 


To these last there were a few more 
objectors. In other words, the Commis 
sion recommends that the bishop may 
never, but a lawyer may sometimes, sit 
alone on such cases. We do not know 
exactly what the course of proceedings 
will be under this Bill. Happily, the 
noble Earl’s vague proposal has just 
been rejected. We do not know what 
objections may come from __parish- 
ioners and interfere with an innocent 
man’s prospects for life; because it 1s 
to be remembered that the name is to 
be sent to the parish by the bishop, and 
I think that is in itself a desirable 
provision. But the refusal of the bishop 
becomes as public practically as the 
notice to the parish of the name of the 
presentee, and we may guess what effect 
such a statement would have upon the 
unfortunate presentee’s prospects, and 
upon the character he would afterwards 
bear—not upon his own actual cha- 
racter, but upon his reputation. My 
Amendment is, almost the whole of it, in 
the words of that recommendation of thie 
remarkable Commission, comprising, as l 
said, twelve ecclesiastics of recognised 
ability. That recommendation gave 
power to summon witnesses and to insist 
upon the production of documents, and 
also putting witnesses on their oath. A 
remarkable instance happened lately, in 
which the first appeal from a legally 
constituted court to a higher court took 
place, and the higher court vindicated 
the character of an innocent man. The 
Vicar of Silverton was condemned by 
the Consistory Court. He appealed to 
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the Privy Council. I do not know 
whether Lord Herschell remembers the 
case, but the noble and learned Lord 
made some very strong comments on the 
injustice which had been done to an 
innocent man by the findings of the 
previous court. In what I am about to 
say I emphatically disclaim any want of 
respect for the present bishops, or want 
of appreciation of their pious zeal and 
self-denying labours ; but in that aspect, 
as in various others, they contrast most 
favourably with too many prelates of the 
last century, and, indeed, far into the 
present century. But they are not a 
body, according to high authorities, on 
whom implicit reliance can be placed in 
judicial matters as distinct from adminis- 
trative matters. It is to be remembered 
that upon their judicial discretion very 
large new demands are made by the Bill 
There are new and rather vague 
grounds for the refusal of institution by 
the bishop; and the protection which 
they used to enjoy from the ordinary 
courts of justice open to all citizens is 
taken away by a clause in this Bill. 
That protection was a very real one. It 
had various disadvantages. It involved 
costly expenditure of time and money 
which was very undesirable, and it 
involved sometimes discredit to the 
Church, and, in addition to that, delay 
which was very disadvantageous to the 
parishioners. The refusal of the bishop 
being practically certain. will expose the 
unhappy presentee to very serious dis- 
advantages. I myself, in all the earlier 
part of my life after I went to a public 
school, lived under the episcopacy cf 
Bishop Phillpotts, a very learned, able, 
and eloquent prelate. He was attacked, 
often unjustly, but too often with good 
reason for his nepotism, for his 
unfairness, and for his vehement 
political partisanship, and, latterly, for 
his long retention of his office after age 
had incapacitated him from the fulfil- 
ment of its duties. As we are engaged in 
passing not a mere provisional Act, are 
we quite certain that we are prudent in 
ignoring the possibility of the episcopate 
hereafter comprising some prelate possess- 
ing some of the less desirable character- 
istics of Bishop Philpotts? My Lords, 
beyond that I must be allowed to say 
that there have been public acts, not 
very. remote, by much respected and 
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zealous prelates, which have not tended 
to inspire lay Churchmen, at any rate, 
with confidence in their judicial discus- 
sions. I have been speaking throughout 
of them in their judicial and not in their 
administrative capacity, and I may add 
that Archbishop Thompson, with two 
clergymen, the Chief Justice, and Lord 
Chichester, who also with Lord Penzance 
objected to the bishop even presidinz 
over his diocesan court, were opposed to 
the maintenance of the bishop’s veto or 
proceedings under the Public Worship 
Regulations Act; and I consider the 
authority of the Commissioners clerical 
and legal pretty conclusive as to the un- 
desirableness of entrusting bishops with 
too much judicial power unassisted by 
lay assessors. Lord Penzance wrote a 
very remarkable Report, and he ended by 
saying this— 


“Speaking generally, where discretion begins 
the proper administration of the law, as such, 
ends.” 


He says that he does not consider that 
for the administration of strict law in 
this sense an ecclesiastic is by his train- 
ing and acquirements well qualified. He 
says— 


“That the bishop would not be careful to 
follow decided cases with which, perhaps, he 
would be little familiar, and that he would be 
apt to import into the enunciation of the law 
considerations of policy and the elasticity of 
discretion. The probable result would be a 
startling divergence of opinion in different dio- 
ceses, which, by rendering the law uncertain, 
would bring it into discredit and impair its 
efficiency.” 


I thank your Lordships for your kind- 
ness and forbearance and patience in 
hearing me so long, and I cannot leave 
more emphatic and instructive words in 
your Lordships’ thoughts than those with 
which I have just concluded. 


*Tue Ear or SELBORNE: If I do not 
follow the noble Earl’s argument at 
length, he must not suppose that it is 
due to any want of respect to his 
authority or his views, but because the 
reasons which influence Her Majesty’s 
Government in refusing his Amendment 
do not rest on the argument which he 
addressed to your Lordships’ House ; 
they rest on the fact that what the noble 
Earl proposes is to substitute 4 


court of his own for the court of 
Earl of Fortescue. 


{LORDS} 
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appeal laid down in this Bill. Now, my 
Lords, the court of appeal, as it is created 
under clause 3, has been the subject of 
very careful consideration, and it would 
not be possible for Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment at this stage of the Measure to 
even take into consideration the substitu- 
tion of a new court for the court that has 
been deliberately selected, and which has 
stood the fire of very keen criticism in 
the House of Commons. When we come 
to deal with the actual composition of 
that court I shall, of course, be prepared 
to defend it in its details. At the present 
moment it. will be sufficient if I assure 
your Lordships that we cannot accept the 
Amendment proposed by the noble Earl. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived. 


“Page 3, line 9, after the word ‘arch- 


bishop,’ insert ‘of the province.’ ”—(Zord 
Herschel.) 
Lorp HERSCHELL: I have moved 


this in order to make it quite clear. 
There are two archbishops, and if it is 
the archbishop of the province, why not 
say so! 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: I do not 
think it matters, but I will accept the 
Amendment. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Tue PREMIER ann SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: ! 
think that the present state of the House 
is hardly suitable for the adequate discus- 
sion of this Bill, and I would venture to 
suggest to your Lordships and to the 
House the adoption of the Order that 
was made a few years ago for cases of 
this nature, and to adjourn the further 
proceedings of the Bill till Monday, 
giving the Bill precedence over all the 
other business. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): The question 1s, 


“That the House resume.” 
Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 
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In the absence of the Lord Chancellor, 
the Deputy-SpgakER (The Earl of Morley) 
took his seat on the Woolsack. 


THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 
I beg to move the adjournment of the 
Debate till Monday, and that this Bill 
have precedence over al] business of the 


day. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 


order), and Bill to be read the third time 
on Monday next. 


NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES 
BILL. [H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


LIBRARIES (OFFENCES) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
Third Reading (which stands ap- 


pointed for Monday next) put off to 
Thursday next. 


NEW BILL. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL, [H.L.] 


A Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
public libraries, museums, and gym- 
nasiums ; and to regulate the liability of 
managers of libraries to proceedings for 
libel; was presented by the Lord 
Windsor; read the first time; to be 
printed ; and to be read the second time 
on Thursday next. [No. 156.] 


House adjourned at 7.40. 


{15 Juty 1898} 
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Business. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 15th July 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, ETC. 

Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., have leave to sit this day 
during the Sitting of the House.—/(Sir 
James Fergusson.) 


PRIVATE BILLS. [H.L.] 

(Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into complied with.) Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz.— 
CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 

(H.L.] 


GENERAL POWER DISTRIBUTING COM- 
PANY BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the 


second time. 


Bills be 


read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. [H.L.] 

(Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with.) Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, 
originating in the Lords, and referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.— 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
{H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 
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CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND WARE- 
HOUSES BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendmerts. 


STIRLING GAS BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 
On the Order for the consideration of 
the Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tram- 
road Bill [H.L.], 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I have 
an Amendment down which I have been 
forced to withdraw, owing to the objec- 
tion taken by the noble Lord, who said 
it was against the Standing Orders. I 
wish to say here, however, that I have 
withdrawn the Amendment against the 
wishes of the promoters and _ without 
their assent. I think it was in the public 
interest that such an Amendment should 
be carried, and I very much regret that 
it was not, because it would have given 
the people of Clontarf and Howth a road 


{ COMMONS} 
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of which they are very much in need, 
and I trust that some time or another it 
may be in the power of the county council 
to make such a road. 


Consideration, as amended, deferred 
till Monday next. 


PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Ordered, That the Order of the House 
of lst March, 1898, “ That, in the case of 
Bills reported from the Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations, three 
clear days shall intervene between the 
date when the Report of the Committee 
is circulated with the Votes and the Con- 
sideration of the Bill,” be suspended in 
the case of the Paignton Improvement 


Bill—_( Dr. Farquharson.) 


Ordered, That, in the «sase of the 
Paignton Improvement Bill, Standing 
Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now taken into con- 
sideration, provided amended prints shall 
have been previously deposited—/Dr. 
Farquharson.) 


Bill, as amended, considered accord- 
ingly. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time—/Dr. 
Farquharson.) 


(Prince of Wales’s Consent, as Duke 
of Cornwall, signified.) Bill accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That Standing Order 73 be 
suspended in the case of the Metro- 
politan Electric Supply Bill [H.L.], and 
that the Examiners have leave to sit and 
proceed forthwith. Dr Farquharson.) 


PRIVATE BILLS. [H.L.] 

(No Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into applicable.) Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following 
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Bill, originating in the Lords, and re- 
ferred on the First Reading thereof, no 
Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into are applicable, viz.— 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill 


second time. 


Returns, 


be read a 


PETITIONS. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Against, from Fulham and Regent’s 
Park ; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation, from Clifton 
Down, Leeds and Glasgow; to lie upon 
the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
From Hawick, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


From Aberdeen, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
In favour, from St. Austell (3). and 


Radcliffe-on-Trent; to lie upon the 
Table. 


VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


From Berwick, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{15 vunty 1898} 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_—- 


POLLING DISTRICTS (MANCHESTER). 


Copy presented of Order made by the 
Council of the City of Manchester, divid- 
ing into Polling Districts the several 
Divisions of the Parliamentary Borough 
of Manchester [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897 (ASSO- 
CIATIONS). 

Return presented relative thereto (or- 
dered 14th June ; Mr. Carvell Williams!.; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 300.] 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 


Copy presented of List of all Pensions 
granted during the year ended 20th 
June, 1898, and charged upon the Civil 
List [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 301.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888 (KENT). 

Copy presented of Order of the County 
Council of Kent converting the parish cf, 
Cheriton into the Cheriton Urban Dis- 
trict, under Section 57 of the Act as con- 
firmed by the Local| Government Board 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS OF SCOT- 
LAND (PUBLIC WORKS EXPENDITURE). 

Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
328 of Session 1896) [ordered 2nd May ; 
Mr. Weir]; to lie upon the Table, aud 
to be printed. [No. 302.] 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFFICE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1898. 


Copy presented of Order by the Secre- 
tary for Scotland for the removal from 
office of Dugald McKechnie, esquire, 
Sheriff of Argyll [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2156 and 2157 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Women Inspectors 


TERRITORIAL GUARANTEES. 

Address for “Return setting out (1) 
Copies of such parts of all Treaties and 
Conventions now existing and still obli- 
gatory as contain a specific engagement 
or guarantee entered into by the Govern- 
ment of this Country in relation to the 
Territory or Government of any other 
Power ; and (2) Copies of such parts of 
all Treaties, Conventions, and Engage- 
ments now existing and still obligatory 
as contain an undertaking entered into 
by Her Majesty with reference to the 
Territory or Government of any other 
Power.”—( Mr. Hedderwick.) 


COLONIAL LOANS FUND. 
Committee to consider of authorising 
the creation of a Colonial Loans Fund 
for the purpose of granting loans to 
Colonies (Queen’s Recommendation sig- 
nified), upon Monday  next—/(Mr. 
Hanbury.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Sir Jonn Mowsray reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure : 
Mr. Goulding; and had appointed, in 
substitution, Mr. Arthur Morton. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 

SEWAGE) BILL, 
MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL, 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL, 

with Amendments. 


{ COMMONS} 
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Amendments to— 
LISKEARD CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL [H.L.] 
DUNDEE CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.] 
without Amendment. 


TRAMWAYS 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL. 
[H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
the Court of Chancery of the County 
Palatine of Durham.” 


VIGORS’ DIVORCE BILL. [H.L.] 
That they communicate Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings taken upon 
the Second Reading of Vigors’ Divorce 
Bill [H.L.], as desired by this House, 
with a request that the same may he 
returned. 


NEW WRIT. 
NEW WRIT FOR THE BOROUGH OF 
READING. 
New Writ for the Borough of Reading, 
in the room of Charles Townshend Mur- 


doch, esquire, deceased.—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


QUESTIONS. 


WOMEN INSPECTORS OF FACTORIES. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state, with regard 
to the work of the women inspectors 
under the Home Office in 1897, how 


many visits to factories were made by 
them ; in how many cases defects were 
notified by them to the local authorities ; 
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how many prosecutions were undertaken 
by them; and what number of applica- 
tions were made to them by women 
workers ! 


THe SECRETARY or 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Waite Kiviey, Lancs,  Biackpool) : 
The figures are subject to verificvion, 
but I am informed that the number of 
visits to factories was 1,496, of visits to 
workshops 2,191, of representations to 


STATE For 


local authorities 286, of prosecutions 
158, of complaints received from all 
quarters 426. Of the complaints, 400 


related to matters within the scope of 
the Factory Acts and allied Acts; and of 
these 400 159 come direct from work- 
people or their friends, 122 from various 
industrial organisations, 20 from public 
officials ; 99 were anonymous. 


USE OF YELLOW PHOSPHORUS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
will inform the House what steps he is 
taking to inquire into the deadly use of 
yellow phosphorus in the matchmaking 
trade: and, if so, will he report the 
result of such inquiries at the earliest 
opportunity ! 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror 
me HOME DEPARTMENT: The steps 
taken are very briefly these. Every 
imatch factory in the country has been 
specially visited, and reported on by the 
factory inspectors; many of them also, 
as far as the employment of women 1s 
concerned, by the lady inspectors. [n- 
quiries are being made through the 
Foreign Office as to the measures adopted 
and results obtained in foreign countries. 
Further, the question is being investi- 
gated, on the scientific side, by two dis- 
tinguished experts, Dr. Oliver and Dr. 
Thorpe, the fornfer of whom has already 
visited the chief match factories in 
France and made a special Report; and 
from the dental point of view by Dr. 
George Cunningham, dental surgeon to 
the London Hospital, who has already 
made a preliminary Report, and whom 
I propose to send to France to continue 
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his inquiries in the French manufac- 
tories. I shall, as soon as possible, 
communicate to the House the result of 
these investigations. 


FOREIGNERS ON GIBRALTAR FORTIFI- 
CATION WORKS. 

Mr. E. CECIL (Hertfordshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether Spanish mule-drivers 
at Gibraltar are still allowed on the 
Upper Rock to carry up on their mules 
material for the construction of fortifi- 
cations, although all British civilians and 
all foreigners are strictly excluded ; and, 
if so, whether steps will be taken to pro- 
vide that where mules are required on 
the Upper Rock they should be driven 
by British soldiers only, as otherwise it 
is possible to bribe the foreign mule- 
drivers to betray plans of the fortifica- 
tions! 


THe UNDER 
STATE ror WAR 
Broprick. Surrey, 
materials for works on the Upper 
Rock at Gibraltar are carried by 
Government pack mules or mule carts, 
the drivers of which belong to the Trans- 
port Establishment, and are British sub- 
jects. It is impossible to avoid the em- 
ployment of native labour to some extent 
on the works. 


SECRETARY oF 
(Mr. Sr Jon 
Guildford): The 


ROSCOMMON WATER WORKS LOAN. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the refusal of the Board of Works in 
Treland, on the ground of their being un- 
able under the present regulations, te 
make a loan to the Roscommon Board of 
Guardians for the construction of water- 
works subject to the repayment by the 
board by equal annual instalments 
covering both principal and interest ; 
and whether, if the present regulations 
render such a system of repayment of 
loans for such purposes impossible, he 
will consider the expediency of altering 
them so as to permit its adoption in cases 

2. 
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in which the borrowing authority desire 
it, and in which it might be sanctioned 
without loss to the Treasury? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 THe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The decision of the Board of Works 
was in accordance with a rule laid down 
by the Treasury. The requirement that 
loans of this class should be repaid by 
equal instalments of principal was 
adopted for the advantage, not only of 
the Local Loans Fund, but of the bor- 
rowers themselves, who, under that sys- 
tem, have to pay in the aggregate a 
much less sum for interest than they 
would have to pay under the alternative 
system of equal instalments, including 
both principal and interest. 


CREIVE POST OFFICE. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): 
ask the Secretary to the 
as representing the 
General, whether he is 
the inhabitants of Creive, Ballybay, 
county Monaghan, have signed a 
memorial praying that the post office 
there should remain at the house of a 
man named Kingsberry; whether the 
postmaster of Monaghan, who lives 14 
miles from Creive, and knows nothing 
about the wants of the people of the 
locality, has the power of removing the 
post office in question when he pleases, 
without consulting the convenience of the 
people of the neighbourhood; and 
whether he will grant the prayer of the 
memorial of the inhabitants of Creive, 
and let the post office there remain at 
the house of Kingsberry ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that the inhabitants 
of Creive, Ballybay, have signed a memo- 
rial praying that the post office there 
should remain at the house of a man 


I beg to 
Treasury, 
Postmaster 
aware that 


named Kingsberry. The postmaster 
of Monaghan has not the power of 


removing the post office ; that power rests 
vith the Postmaster General. The Post- 
master General has not yet decided on 
the appointment, but from the reports 
received it seems that the house of one of 
the other candidates is more conveniently 
situated than that of Mr. Kingsberry. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. DALY: Is not the post office at 
the present time in Kingsberry’s house? 


Mr. HANBURY: I cannot say. The 
Question only appeared on the Paper 
to-day. 


Garrison. 


PURCHASE OF HORSES FOR ARMY 
PURPOSES. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
can state how much it costs the Govern- 
ment annually for the purchase of horses 
reared in foreign countries for Army pur- 
poses; whether he is aware that large 
purchases of horses for the French Army 
are made in Ballybay, county Monaghan ; 
and if his Department is aware of the 
advantages to be gained by visiting Bally- 
bay when good horses are required for 
the English Army ? - 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Poweun 
Wits, Birmingham, S.): Horses are 
not usually purchased for Army purposes 
in foreign countries, the purchases in 
South America for the troops in South 
Africa being quite exceptional. I am 
aware that the French Government 
purchase largely all over Ireland. 
Ballybay district is occasionally visited 
by remount officers. As the honourable 
Member has been already informed, 
almost all the riding horses for the Army 
are purchased in Ireland. 


Mr. DALY : How much is expended by 
the Government for the purchase of 
horses abroad? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: I am not 


able to answer that at the moment. 


Mr. DALY: I will put another Ques- 
tion on Tuesday. 


PLYMOUTH GARRISON. 

Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
how many field officers there are in the 
Plymouth garrison ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : There are at present 
21 field officers in the Plymouth garri- 
son—7 lieutenant-colonels and 14 majors. 





Mr. Hayden. 





ee aa oF 








1201 

BANDON RIVER POISONING. 

Sm J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
On behalf of the honourable and gallant 
Member for Cheltenham I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland if his attention has been called to 
the recent poisoning of a portion of the 
Bandon river, in county Cork, by which 
poisoning not only all the fish in the 
river were destroyed, but the lives of the 
cattle grazing on the banks of the river 
were also endangered; and whether the 
Government intend to take any steps to 
check this not uncommon form of out- 
rage in Ireland, which produces such an 
injurious effect on sport and agricultural 
industry in that country ? 


Birdcage 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY v0 THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 


(Mr. Geratp W. Batrovr, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): My attention has been directed to 
the occurrence referred to in the first 
paragraph, on which occasion a consider- 
able number of salmon and trout were 
destroyed. I have no reason to doubt 
that the lives of cattle along the banks 
of the river were also endangered by the 
poisoning of the river. The constabulary 
hope to be able to bring home the offence 
to the perpetrators. The offence is, I 
regret to say, not an uncommon one 1n 
Ireland, and I am of opinion that amend- 
ments in the fishery laws, for dealing with 
it, might usefully be made. I cannot, 
however, give any pledge to deal with 
the matter in the immediate future. 


ENGLISH MAIL FOR BALNABRACKY. 

Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
English mail is not delivered at Balna- 
bracky Post Office, county Meath, until 
24 hours after it is received at Killucan, 
about eight miles distant, where it is 
retained to suit a delivery arrangement 
made many years ago before the accele- 
rated service was established ; whether he 
is aware that every morning, about an 
hour before the passing of the limited 
mail carrying the English letters through 
Hill of Down Railway Station, a mail car 
leaves Hill of Down with the Irish letters 
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for the district to Kinnegad, and then 
goes to Killucan to bring back in the 
evening the English letters to Kinnegad, 
four miles distant from SBalnabracky, 
where they are kept till the next morn- 
ing, so that three days is the least time 
that must elapse between posting a letter 
in England and receiving a reply; and 
whether he will cause the necessary 
changes to be made to increase the eff- 
ciency of the service! 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
the English mail is not delivered at 


Balnabracky until 24 hours after it is 
received at Killucan. It does not reach 
Killucan until some hours after the car 
conveying the night mails has started for 
Kinnegad. It is not the fact, however, 
that the mail car leaves Hill of Down 
for Kinnegad every morning, and then 
goes to Killucan; on the contrary, the 
car starts from Killucan and goes through 
Kinnegad to Hill of Down in the morn- 
ing, and returns at night. The only way 
to increase the efficiency of the service, 
without incurring an expense which 
would not be warranted by the revenue of 
the post, would be to establish a com- 
bined night mail and day mail delivery 
from Hill of Down to Kinnegad and 
Balnabracky, reaching those two places 
about two hours later than at present. 
It is understood, however, that the people 
of Kinnegad object to this course. 


BIRDCAGE WALK. 

CotoxEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been called to 
the sharpness of the slope and to the 
narrowness of the roadway from Queen 
Anne’s Gate to Birdcage Walk ; whether 
he can see his way to improving the slope 
and widening the road sufficiently for 
vehicles to pass; and whether any of 
the property adjoining the entrance 
belongs to Government ? 


THe FIRST 
WORKS (Mr. 


COMMISSIONER 
AKERS-DovGLas, 

St. Augustine’s): My attention 
not before been called to 
but I will look into it 
whether it is practicable 
2¥ 2 


OF 
Kent, 
has 
this point, 
and see 
to do 
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Richmond Prison, 


anything to meet the view of my honour- 
able and gallant Friend. None of 
the houses adjoining this entrance to St. 
James’s Park belong to the Government, 
but the strip of garden is within the 
boundaries of the park. 


ASSISTANT TEACHERS IN IRISH 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
average attendance in National schools 
necessary for the retention of assistants 
has yet been reduced from 70 to 60; and, 
if not, whether assistants will be retained 
and paid in schools with an average quar- 
terly attendance of 60 pupils pending the 
settlement of the question? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
matter has now been arranged, and the 
Treasury have agreed to provide funds 
for a relaxation of the present Rules, 
entitling a school to one or more assis- 
tants. A new scale has been settled, by 
which an average attendance of 40 but 
under 60 will secure the services of a 
monitor; 60 to &5, one assistant and a 
monitor ; to 95, one assistant and 
two monitors; 95 to 130, two assistants 
and two monitors; 130 to 140, two assis- 
tants and three monitors, and so on, 


85 


FEMALE TYPISTS IN THE CIVIL 
SERVICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
in view of advantages granted to 
female typists and shorthand writers in 
the Civil Service by Treasury Minute of 
the 17th March, steps will now be taken 
to place shorthand 


the 


male writers and 


typists on the permanent staff of the Civil : 


Service, and to definitely fix their re- 
muneration, annual and sick leave, which 
at present appears to be regulated on the 
same basis as men copyists, a class of 
Civil servants that has ceased to exist ? 


Mr. HANBURY: There is no class of 
“typists and shorthand writers,” either 
male or female, in the public service. 


First Commissioner of Works. 


{COMMONS} 
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The women typists to whom the Treasury 
Minute of 17th March, 1894, refers, ob- 
tain their status and privileges under that 
Minute as typists simply, and it is only 
in special cases that provision is made for 
a higher rate of pay to individual mem- 
bers of the class who may be employed 
in shorthand writing. There is no occa- 
sion for the creation of a corresponding 
class of men. Copying work, when not 
performed by women, is generally pro- 
vided for by the employment of boy 
copyists or personal clerks, and in such 
cases the question of establishment does 
not arise. Where men, employed 
primarily for other duties, undertake 
shorthand writing in addition, they re- 
ceive extra remuneration for that service, 
as in the case of women typists. The 
few men who are engaged in the various 
Departments expressly as shorthand 
writers are paid according to the nature 
of their work, and their terms are more 
advantageous than those of the women 
typists. 


RICHMOND PRISON, DUBLIN. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 


to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(1) whether, when Richmond Prison was 
taken over from the Dublin Corporation 
by the War Department, any addition was 
made to the allowance in lieu of rates 
made to the city by Government ; 
(2) whether since then another large 
barracks been built in Dublin, 
and if addition to the rate 
grant has been made on_ that 
account by Government; (3) he 
aware that in the last Dublin Water Act 
the War Department insisted on insert- 
ing a clause compelling the municipality 
to sell them water at a cheaper rate than 
they had hitherto paid, so that the Army 
now make a smaller contribution to the 
city ; and (4) is any means taken to make 
the Government grant in lieu of rates 
proportionate to the values of the build- 
ings in State occupation / 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacnu, Bris- 
tol, W.): (1) The Government has paid 
a contribution in lieu of rates on Rich- 
mond Prison, not only since it was 


has 
any 


is 
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handed over to the War Office, but since 
1878, when it was taken over from the 
Corporation. (2) The Marlborough Bar- 
racks, that latest built, has been valued 
at £3,200 per annum, on which amount 
a contribution in lieu of rates will be 
paid. (3) In connection with the last 
Dublin Water Act, a bargain was struck 
between the War Office and the Corpora- 
tion as to the rate to be charged for 


water supplied to the barracks. Pre- 
viously the War Office were being 
charged at a much higher rate than 


private consumers. (4) In 1896, at the 
request of the Corporation, all Govern- 
ment property in Dublin was re-valued, 
and no appeal was taken against the 
results. Government property there is 
valued as high as other property revised 
within the last five years, and much 
higher than property not so revised. Ta 
the last 10 years the valuation of 
Government property has risen from 
£35,000 to £41,000. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
honourable Gentleman give us the 
figures as to what is paid by the Govern- 
ment to-day on Government property in 
Dublin as compared with that paid a 
few years ago? 


Tue CHANCELLOR oF THe 
CHEQUER: The actual payments? 


EX- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: If the honourable Member 
will put down a Motion for a Return, | 
will get the figures. 


CHAPELIZOD GATE, PH@ENIX PARK. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if the Board 
of Works will be requested to make the 
Chapelizod Gate of the Phoenix Park 
practicable for ingress and egress by 
cyclists ; whether, as the University Boat 
Club have now spent a large sum on the 
Liffey, and the Park Road commands a 
view of their course, the trees on the 
edge of the park could without injury be 
trimmed so as to increase public enjoy- 
ment by enabling river practice to be 
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better witnessed from the park; if it 
would be possible to make a road west 
of the cricket grounds in the park from 
the main road to that skirting the river, 
so that the steep hills by the magazine 
could be avoided; and if attention has 
been called to the constant straying of 
young cattle on to the park roads this 
summer / 


Mr. HANBURY: The Chapelizod Gate 
is at present available for cyclists from 
six in the morning to 11 at night. Jt 
could not be made available during the 
night (as two other gates are) without 
posting a night watchman to prevent loss 
of deer and cattle. At present about 
half the rowing course can be viewed 
from suitable positions on the Park 
Road. In order to give a more extended 
view, it would be necessary not merely 
to trim, but to cut down, a considerable 
number of handsome thorns and behead 
many others. This could not be done 
without injury to the beauty of the park. 
The road suggested in the third para- 
graph would cross the ground constantly 
used for military exercises. No com- 
plaints have reached the board of incon- 
venience from the hills near the maga- 
zine, or of accidents caused by them, and 
they have no reason to believe that there 
is any general desire for such a road as is 
proposed. The park servants have direc- 
tions to turn cattle off the roads and 
pathways whenever found there, but it 
would be impossible to prevent the occur- 
rence altogether unless all the grass were 
to be fenced in, or a very large number 
of additional attendants employed for 
the purpose of keeping the roads clear. 
There are about 25 miles of roads and 
pathways in the park, and the board 
have received no previous complaints on 
the subject. 


FEMALE TELEGRAPHISTS IN CORK 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, will 
he explain why five or six of the female 
telegraphists on regular duty in Cork 
Post Office are still classed as temporary 
telegraphists, though they were appointed 
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in 1892, 1893, and 1894, respectively, 
and have passed all the examinations, 
including the medical ; is the principle ot 
seniority in regard to those who hold 
Civil Service certificates observed in the 
Cork branch ; and, if not, will he explain | 
on what grounds; will he explain why | 
preference is given to female telegraphists | 
brought in from outside stations, notwith- | 
standing the fact that they got their 
Civil Service certificates later than the 
local telegraphists ; and whether it is in 
accordance with the regulations of the| 
service that female telegraphists who | 
have passed all examinations, and whose | 
competency acknowledged by the 
Department, should be still classed as 
temporary telegraphists after four, five, | 


Valencia (County 


is 


and six years’ service! | 


Mr. HANBURY: The delay in the! 
appointment of the seniors of the tempo- 
rary telegraphists has partly been caused | 


by their inability to pass the necessary | 
But for this | 
they would probably have been appointed 
year or The principle of 
seniority is properly observed in filling 
appointments at Cork, and not a single 
female telegraphist has been transferred to 


educational examinations. 


a two ago. 


Cork who had not obtained a Civil Service 
“oC 7 | 
certificate five years or more before any | 


of the present temporary telegraphiste. | 
It is not usual for temporary officers to| 
remain unappointed for so long as five or | 
six years, and the exceptionally long | 
service of the Cork officers is attributable | 
partly to want of success in the educa-| 
tional and partly | 
In regard to the| 
latter cause, it may be stated that the | 
question of increasing the established | 
staff at Cork is under consideration. | 


| 

Caprars DONELAN (Cork, E.): Do 1) 
understand the right honourable Gentle. | 
| 
| 


examinations to | 


scarcity of vacancies. 


man to say that in an important office 
like this a fully qualified telegraphist has 
to waste five or six years before being 
appointed on the staff? 

Mr. HANBURY: A good many are not | 
qualified, and have not passed the neces- 
sary examination. 


Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien. 





rerry) {COMMONS } 


| Lord Lieutenant 
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Pier. 
TRALEE AND DINGLE RAILWAY. 
Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if he can explain the delay in the 
redemption of the Treasury Guarantee in 
the case of the Tralee and Dingle Rail- 
way ; and if he can give any information 
as to when the scheme, now two years in 
hand, will be carried through ! 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury con- 
sent to redemption of the guarantee was 
given on the 2nd of March, 1896, and 
it then only remained for the company 
to obtain the Order in Council prescribed 
by the Act—a process which has occupied 
them for upwards of two vears. The 
company presented their memorial to the 
in August, 1896, 


| together with « draft of the proposed 


Order in Council, which recited that the 
reduction of their capitei had been 
sanctioned by an order of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court. Owing te 
imperfections in the draft order, which 
had to be cleared up by the aid of the 
company, its terms were not finally 
settled until May, 1897. It then appeared 
that the company had not in fact 
obtained the preliminary order of th» 


| Chancery Division, and they did not do 


so until the 9th of May ir the present 
year. Proofs of that order having been 
made and registered were furnished on 
the 25rd ultimo, and the Order in Council 
was ready to be signed by the Privy 
Council at a meeting this week. But I 
understand that at the last moment a 
resolution has been received from the 
grand jury seeking an alteration of the 
Order, which is likely to involve further 
delay. As soon as the Order in Council 
issues, the Board of Works will apply to 
the National Debt Commissioners for the 
redemption money to be handed over. I 
do not see that the parties locally con- 
cerned have anyone but themselves to 
blame for the delay which has occurred. 


VALENCIA (COUNTY KERRY) PIER. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that the 
Great Southern and Western Railway of 
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Ireland have offered to contribute half} 
the cost of building a pier at Valencia, 
county Kerry, provided the Government 
find the other half; and if he will take 
steps to have the work carried out ; and 
if he will have the pier at Dingle, county 
Kerry, extended, and piers built at Ven- 
try and Drumquin, in that neighbour- 


hood? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is under- 

-d that the Great Southern and 
\. estern Railway Company would assist 
in the erection of a pier at Valencia. The 
Government have already contributed 
£85,000 towards the construction of the 
railway te Valencia, and have also agreed 
te a contribution in aid of a baronial 
euarantee on the same railway in respect 
of a capital of £70,000. In allocating 
the moneys voted by Parliament under 
the Act of 1896 a sum was set apart, not 
only for the building of a pier at Ventry, 
but for the construction of a railway 
from Dingle to Ventry. The scheme, 
however, was objected to by persons 
locally interested, and was in consequence 
abandoned, and the money then available 
applied to other undertakings. There 
are no funds available fcr a pier at 
Valencia or Dingle. The proposal for 
the construction of a pier at Drumquin is 
under the consideration of the Congested 
Districts Board. 


EDINBURGH TELEGRAPH STAFF. 

Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that certain mem- 
bers of the Edinburgh telegraph staff, 
who were recently punished for contra- 
vening the rules of the service in regard 
to betting, to the extent of having their 
increments stopped, and by reduction in 
their class, have been sent out on season 
substitute duty; and whether the staff 
have from time to time been informed 
that selection for such duty will be con- 
sidered as a reward for good and efficient 
service; and, if so, why men of unim- 
peachable character and unquestionable 
skill as operators have not been selected ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Eleven members of 
the Edinburgh telegraph staff have been 
sent out on season relief duty this year, 
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and of these three were concerned. in 
betting transactions over two years ago. 
Since that time the character and conduct 
of these officers have been perfectly satis- 
factory in all respects, and they are fully 
qualified for the duties required of them. 


The authorities at Edinburgh  con- 
sidered that as the conduct of these 


officers had been perfectly satisfactory for 
more than two years, they would not be 
justified in allowing offences for which 
they had already been severely punished 
to deprive them of reward for the subse- 
quent good and efficient service. 

Mr. W. ALLAN 
the answer to the 
the Question ? 

Mr. HAN] 


(Gateshead): That is 
second paragraph of 


TT 


sURY: Yes, I think so. 


KHORAT RAILWAY. 

Smrr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dern): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether it is the case that no compense- 
tion or redress has been obtained by the 
firm of Jardine, Matheson, and Company, 
for their forcible ejectment by the 
Siamese police from their railway works, 
under the Khorat Railway contract, in 
August, 1896; and whether the corre- 
spondence between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Government of Siam rela- 
ting to the matter can be laid before Par- 
liament ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Cvrzoy, 
Lancashire, Southport): The claims of 
the contractor, Mr. Murray Campbell, 
against the Siamese Government, in con- 
nection with the construction of the 
Banekok-Khorat Railway, were referred 
to arbitration, but the contractor, and the 
arbitrator nominated by him, having 
reason to be dissatisfied with the manner 
in which the case was conducted by the 
court, withdrew soon after the proceed- 
ings commenced. The two other arbitra- 
tors nevertheless delivered an award, 
which the contractor has declined to 
accept, and has appealed to Her Majesty’s 
Government. Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment are now in correspondence with the 
Government of Siam on the subject, and 
the Papers cannot be published at 
present. 
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EXPORT OF WORN-OUT HORSES. . 


CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture if he has been 
able to give effect to the prayer of the 
Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals in the framing of 
regulations calculated to diminish the 
cruelty to old and worn-out British horses 
conveyed from British ports to the Conti- 
nent for labour or for human food; and 
particularly if, in conjunction with the 
police and the officers of the Royal 
Society, the inspectors of his Department 
and of the Board of Trade can frustrate 
the shipment of the lame and diseased 
horses unable to bear the voyage, whose 
condition excites such pity on the roads in 
Belgium and Holland, and concerning 
which the Governments of those coun- 
tries, in conjunction with the local socie- 
ties for the prevention of cruelty and the 
municipalities of Antwerp and Rotter- 
dam, take such measures as are possible? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 


AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lone, 
Liverpool, West Derby): Since I 
received the deputation from the 


Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, which waited on 
me in March last, I have caused a careful 
investigation to be made into the con- 
ditions under which the trade referred to 
by my honourable Friend is carried on, 
and I have been in communication with 
the society on the subject. Our expe- 
rience in regard to the conveyance of 
animals brought by sea to this country 
goes to show that much more can be done 
at the port of landing to prevent and 
punish cruelty and unnecessary suffering 
than is possible at the port of departure, 
and I trust that the Belgian Government 
may be disposed to take action in this 
direction. But I think it possible that 
some advantage would also be gained vy 
the issue here of regulations of a general 
character with regard to the equipment 
of the vessels in which the horses are 
exported, and a draft of such regulations 
is now in course of preparation. It is 
also my intenticn to arrange, if possible, 
for our inspectors to make occasional 
voyages on vessels in which horses are 
carried. With regard both to the con- 
veyance of horses to the place of ship- 
ment, and the shipment of animals which 
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it might be cruelty to convey by sea at 
all, it is clear that there is need for 
special supervision by the pelice and the 
officers of the Royal Society, and I shall, 
of course, be glad to afferd any assistance 
in my power to render such supervision 
more ettective. 


for Military Purposes. 


Coronet LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) : 
Has the right honourable Gentleman seen 
the answer of the Belgian Minister to 
those who interviewed him on the ques- 
tion, that the cases of cruelty should be 
dealt with at the places of embarkation ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: Yes, I saw that reply, 
and I am beund to say that I cannot 
agree with the Belgian Minister. We 
have found that the only effective means 
of dealing with the cruelty is by action 
when the animals arrive. That is the 
only time te judge the mode of treatment. 


RETAINING FEE FOR HORSES FOR 
MILITARY PURPOSES. 


CoLtoneL Srr H. VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Under’ Secretary of 
State for War if he could _ state 
in respect of how many horses the 
retaining fee for military purposes 
was paid during the past financial 


year, and what was the total expenditure 
on this head; and if the Secretary of 
State will consider if the recipients vf 
this bonus could be bound to let the 
horses in respect of which it is paid at 
rates for the trainine of 
Militia and Volunteer Field Artillery, of 
and of Light Horse 
Mounted Infantry for not exceeding one 


reasonable 


Yeomanry, or 


week at a time or a limited number of 
days per annum! 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
horses registered 


The 


annually since 


number of 
188% 


has been 14,000, at a fee of 10s. a horse. 
The proposal contained in the latter por- 
tion of the Question is altogether foreign 
to a national emergency for which object 
the registration of horses was designed, 
and I fear it would be found impractic- 
able in working. 
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ESTATE DUTY. 
Caprain PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 

bridge): I beg to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether, in view of the 
extreme inconvenience caused by the 
present uncertainty as to whether estate 
duty will be payable upon interests 
which have been alienated during life- 
time, there is any probability that the 
hearing of the appeal in the Beach case 
before the House of Lords will be fixed 
for an early date? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: Of course it does not rest 
with me to fix the hearing of this case. 
I do not suppose it is likely to be heard 
before the November sittings, but cer- 
tainly the Crown would desire that the 
matter should decided as soon as 
possible. 


be 


Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet) : 
Can the right honourable Gentleman say 
whether in the meantime any attempt 
will be made to levy the duty! 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: It has already been stated 
that the duty will be levied in every case, 
but that notice will be given to those 
who have to pay that the duty so levied 
will be returned if the House of Lords 
decides against the Exchequer. 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS FOR GOVAN. 

Mr. J. WILSON (Govan): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that in sending a telegram 
from Barrow to Govan the word Glasgow 
had to be attached ; and whether, seeing 
that a large populous burgh like Govan 
is a burgh independent of Glasgow, and 
has now a population of upwards of 
70,000, he will see that this addition of 
the word Glasgow shall not be insisted 
upon? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir, the Post- 
master General is not aware that a tele- 
gram sent from Barrow to Govan has to 
have the word Glasgow added to the 
address. The burgh has been allowed to 
retain the privilege which, as a country 
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sub-office, it formerly possessed of having 
telegrams addressed to it without the 
addition of the post town. If the honour- 
able Member Will bring to the Post- 
master General’s notice any case in which 
the addition of the word Glasgow has 
been insisted upon, inquiry shall be made 
into it. 


BELFAST WATER COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Belfast City and District 
Water Commissioners served notices in 
December, 1896, upon tenants and occu- 
piers of land in the parishes of Oldpark 
and Ballyaghan, county Antrim, to com- 
pulsorily take their holdings under en 
Act of 1897 ; whether the Commissioners 
intend to take the lands in Oldpark and 
Ballyaghan ; and, if so, when; whether 
he aware that great hardship is 
suffered by some of the small occupiers 
in not being able to utilise their holdings 
owing to the delay in appointing the 
Government valuator; and whether he 
can say when the valuator will be 
appointed ! 


is 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed by the Secretary of the Com- 
missioners, to whom this question was 
referred, that the plans of the lands to 
be acquired have been prepared, and are 
at present in the hands of a valuator, and 
that on receipt of his report application 
will be made to the Board of Works to 
appoint an arbitrator to assess the com- 
pensation to be paid. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND SHOP 
CLUBS. 

Mr. H. SAMUEL (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state the reason for the delay in the 
appointment of a Select Committee of 
the House to inquire into the grievances 
of the friendly societies with reference to 
shop clubs? 











Intermediate 


expected to receive some indications oi 
opinion with reference to this suggested 
Committee. I will, however, place a 
notice of Motion on the Paper to-night 
for consideration. 


KILKIT POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that the inhabitants of the townlands of 
Kilkit, Aghist, Mullinary, Carrickatee, 
Cortannell, Cortahort, etc., about four 
miles from Ballybay, county Monaghan, 
are greatly inconvenienced with regard 
to insufficient postal arrangements ; and 
that in the townlands mentioned the in- 
habitants have to travel miles to either 
receive or post letters; and whether he 
will have the house-to-house delivery of 
letters immediately commenced in these 
thickly populated districts? 


as 


Mr. HANBURY: The attention of the 
Postmaster General has not previously 
been called to the insufficient postal 
arrangements at Kilkit, and the other 
townlands mentioned by the honourable 
Member. Inquiry will be made, and the 
Postmaster General will see that the 
promise of the Government is redeemed, 
that there shall be a house-to-house 
delivery of letters, but he is afraid he 
cannot fix a date at which such delivery 
shall be commenced. The extension of 
rural post deliveries in Ireland is pro- 
ceeding as rapidly as possible, but the 
work of rearranging the posts is so great 
that the order in which the various areas 
are dealt with must be left somewhat to 
the discretion of the Irish Postal Sur- 
veying Staff. 


HAYLING BEACH COMMON. 

Sir J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty under what authority and 
for what purposes a piece of Hayling 
Beach Common, Hampshire, 100 feet 
square, has been enclosed by the Admi- 


1215 {COMMONS } 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I had rather 





Education in Ireland. 1216 


ralty ; whether any and, if so, how much 
compensation has been paid to the com- 
moners for the extinction of their rights 
over the land enclosed; and whether, 
seeing that the local authority is opposed 
to the enclosure and in view of the action 
taken by Parliament in 1886 in prevent- 
ing the proposed enclosure of portions 
of this common, due regard has been 
taken to the interests of the public by 
the substitution of land equal in area 
and value to that now enclosed, or other- 
wise ! 


Yue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. A. CHampernarn, Worcester- 
shire, E.): I have not yet been able to 
obtain this information, and must ask 
that the (Question be postponed till 
Monday. 


CONVICT TIMOTHY S. JONES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he can explain the 
grounds upon which Dr. Timothy 38. 
Jones, who was convicted at Swansea in 
1896 of causing the death of a woman 
by performing an illegal operation and 
sentenced to penal servitude for life, was 
released on the 12th instant? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The prisoner 
has not been released. I imagine the 
honourable Member has been misled by 
an unfounded report which appears to 
have been circulated by a certain agency, 
and has since been contradicted by them. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
. IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I bee to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that great 
disappointment exists among Irish edu- 
cationalists at the refusal to appoint ex- 
perts outside the Intermediate Education 
Board members to sit upon the Viceregal 
Commission ; whether the Intermediate 
Education Act has been administered by 
the present members of the Commission ; 
whether they are expected to deliver’ 
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judgment against the new system; and 
whether, under these circumstances, he 
will consider the advisability of enlarg- 
ing the Commission by appointing gentle- 
men who are not members of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With 
reference to the first paragraph, I am 
aware that there has been a correspon- 
dence in the Press on the subject of the 
constitution of the Commission appointed 
to inquire into the intermediate system, 
but no representations appear to have 
been made to Government on the subject. 
As regards the other paragraphs of the 
Question I am afraid I have nothing to 
add to my reply to the inquiry addressed 
to me on ‘Monday last by the honourable 
Member. , 


Mr. FIELD: Will the right honourable 


Gentleman reconsider the matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It does not 


rest with me. 


DUBLIN BANKRUPTCY COURT FEES. 

Mr. FIELD: I bee to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land whether he will agree to the Return 
as to fees in the Dublin Court of Bank- 
ruptey which stands on the Paper this 
day! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in 
communication with the judge of the 
Bankruptcy Division on the subject of 
this Return, and will ask the honourable 
Member to repeat the Question on 
Monday next. 


PATENT MEDICINE STAMPS. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devon, Totnes): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Postmaster General will con- 
sider the advisability of giving orders 
that the 14d. patent medicine stamp 
should be issued perforated and gummed 
instead of as at present? 


Mr. HANBURY: This question has 
more than once been considered by the 
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Board of Inland Revenue, but they find 
that there is great objection to stamps 
of a long narrow shape such as the medi- 
cine stamp being perforated, because they 
cannot be separated, except slowly and 
with great care, without being torn. So 
far as the Board are aware, those who 
use these stamps on any large scale prefer 
to cut and gum them for themselves, and 
in these circumstances the Board do not 
see their way to adopt the honourable 
Member’s suggestion. 


Estimates. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION 
WITH BURNLEY. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): On behalf of the honourable 
Member for Burnley I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
Postmaster General has given his atten- 
tion to the complaints from time to time 
addressed to the Department with refer- 
ence to the defective telegraphic arrange- 
ments between Burnley and London ; 
whether he is aware that messages be- 
tween those places very ordinarily occupy 
an hour in transmission, whereas similar 
messages between Manchester, Birming- 
ham, and London average only 10 or 12 
minutes? 


Mr. HANBURY: It does not appear 
that any recent representations have been 
addressed to the Postmaster General in 
regard to the alleged defective telegraphic 
arrangements between Burnley and 
London. Burnley has good communica- 
tion with London through both Liverpool 
and Manchester, and it is not known that 
the time occupied in transmission is so 
long as stated. Inquiry shall, however, 
be made into the matter. 


NAVY ESTIMATES. 
Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty when the additional Estimates 
for the Navy will be circulated? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s. 
Hanover Square): In reply to the 
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honourable and learned Member I have 
to state that he is right in assuming 
that I shall have a supplemental pro- 
gramme of shipbuilding to submit to the 
House on Friday next, but I propose to 
reserve my statement as to the conse- 
quential financial arrangements for that 
occasion. 


Irish Parliamentary 


NIGER CONVENTION. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
his attention has been called’ to 
the fact that the view has’ been 
expressed in France that the terms 
of the Niger Convention with France do 
not preclude the French from installing 
Government Commissioners and troops 
within the Enclaves which it is proposed 
to lease to the French upon the Lower 
Niger ; and whether either of these steps 


was within the contemplation of the 
Foreign Office when the terms of the 
convention were settled; and, if not, 


whether care will be taken before the con- 
vention is ratified to make the intentions 
of Her Majesty’s Government upon both 
points absolutely clear? 


Mr. CURZON: The land which will be 
leased if desired to the krench Govern- 
ment will, by section 3 of the lease, which 
forms Annex 4 to the convention, be sub- 
ject to the laws for the time being in 
force in the British Protectorate of the 
Niger districts. It is evident that these 
laws will not admit of the exercise of 
French jurisdiction, or the stationing of 
French troops within the Protectorate. 
Neither of the steps mentioned was in 
contemplation, and it is unnecessary to 
take further action in regard to them. 


CAMILLA NICHOLLS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, with refer- 
ence to the case of Camilla Nicholls, who 
on the 2nd May last at the Central 
Criminal Court was convicted of the man- 
slaughter of her servant, Emily Jane 
Popejoy, and sentenced to seven years’ 
First Lord of the Admiralty. 
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penal servitude, upon what grounds was 
she removed on 13th May frora Worm- 
wood Scrubbs Prison to Aylesbury 
Prison ; whether she has thus escaped the 
nine months’ separate confinement in a 
local prison to which ordinary convicts 
are subjected ; on what crounds has this 
exceptional favour been accorded to her ; 
and is there any other case of a convict 
being removed to Aylesbury Prison within 
a fortnight of her conviction? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: All female con- 
victs are removed to Aylesbury as soon 
as possible after conviction, and they 
serve the period of separate confinement 
there. There has been nothing excep- 
tional in this case. The answer to the 
last paragraph of the Question is in the 
affirmative. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
MONAGHAN UNION. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if any of the 
grant of £40,000 made by Parliament 
towards the erection of labourers’ cot- 
tages in Ireland was allocated to the 
Monaghan Union; if so, what amount of 
the allocation has been availed of ; and, 
if it has not been availed of, does it 
stand to the credit of the Monaghan 
Union; if not, how and for what purpose 
has it been used! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The share 
of the Monaghan Union in the grant re 
ferred to was £205, and this sum is still 
lying to the credit of the Union for the 
purpose mentioned. The guardians have 
not, however, yet provided any cottages 
under the Labourers Acts. 


IRISH PARLIAMENTARY 
REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, has he received a resolution 
passed by the Monaghan Town Commis- 
sioners, protesting against any attempt to 
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reduce the Parliamentary representation 
of Ireland; and can he make any state- 
ment to allay the apprehension which 
prevails among Irishmen on this subject ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able Member has supplied me with a copy 
of the resolution referred to, but I must 
ask him to address his second inquiry to 
my right honourable Friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury. 


Caprars DONELAN: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman suggest to the 
Cabinet the desirability of dealing, in the 
first instance, with the rotten boroughs 
in England? 


[No Reply.] 


ENNISKILLEN COMMISSIONERS’ 
ELECTION, 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether under 
9 George IV., c. 82, s. 14, the chairman of 
the Towns Commissioners of Enniskillen 
is the returning ofticer for the election of 
Commissioners, and is thereby ineligible 
for re-election on the new board ; whether 
he has received a resolution from the 
Enniskillen Commissioners requesting 
him to release the chairman from the 
disability by appointing the clerk of the 
Commissioners to be the returning 
officer; and will he cause rules to be 
framed for that purpose? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Ennis- 
killen Borough Improvement Act of 1870 
does not appear to have repealed ihe 
section of the Act mentioned in the first 
paragraph, which provided that all the 
outgoing Commissioners should be eligi- 
ble for re-election except the chairman, 
who should hold and preside at the 
election of Commissioners. The reply to 
the second paragraph is in the affirma- 
tive. Under the Local Government 
Board’s draft rules for the election of 
urban district councillors it is provided 
that the clerk to the urban district 
council shall be the returning officer, 
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LAND TRANSFER ACT. 
Mr. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Attorney General in how 
many counties the Land Transfer Act has 
been put into force by Order in Council? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): The adminis- 
trative county of London only. I shall 
be pleased to lay a copy of the draft 
Order on the Table if it is desired. 


TRAWLING IN DUNDALK BAY. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General, with regard to the fact 
that last month the coastguards at 
Dunany Point took the names of seven 
trawlers operating in Dundalk Bay and 
forwarded them to Dublin for prosecu- 
tion, will he explain why no action has 
fcellowed ; and is he aware that trawliug 
goes on every night in this bay, to the 
great detriment of local fishermen! 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.): The divisional officer of coastguards 
reported that seven trawlers were in Dun- 
dalk Bay on the 21st June, but he was 
unable to say that the trawlers were 
actually engaged in the operation of 
trawling, and in the absence of evidence 
on this point proceedings caznot be taken. 
It. is not correct to say that trawling has 
been carried on every night in this bay, 
though trawlers have been in the waters 
several times during the past month. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As this is the 
second time I have called attention to 
this matter, will the right honourable 
Gentleman give instructions for a stricter 
watch to be kept! 


[No Reply.] 


EGYPTIAN NATIONAL BANK. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is true that a 
national bank has been formed in 
Egypt; whether the capital is to be 
£800,000 or £1,000,000, and whether 1t 








Clogher Rate 





is wholiy or partly guaranteed by cither 
the Egyptian or British Government ; or 
whether the loan advanced by this coun- 
try is to provide the capital; and 
whether, in view of the establishment of 
this bank, the advance of £838,000 as 
a loan from this country, the construc- 
tion of the barrage, and other signs of 
a prolonged occupation, the Government 
are prepared openly to declare that we 
intend to stop there, in view of the great 
sacrifices in British men and money on 
behalf of Egypt! 

Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
E.): The answer to the first paragraph 
is in the affirmative. The capital is to be 
£1,000,000. It is not wholly or partly 
guaranteed either by the British or th: 
Egyptian Government, nor is the capital 
to be provided by the loan advanced by 
this country, but it is subscribed by 
private individuals. Neither the estab- 
lishment of the bank, nor the advance 
made for the purposes of the Soudan 
expedition, nor the construction of the 
barrage, which I may remind my noble 
and gallant Friend is to be done at the 
cost of the Egyptian Government, seem 
to call for any declarations of policy 
beyond those which have been already 
made. 


DR. J. J. LYNCH, OF WALSALL. 

Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Lord Chan- 
cellor, on what ground and on whose 
recommend:tion a medical practitioner 
at Walsall, named John Joseph Lynch, 
has recently been made a magistrate of 
that borough, the following statement of 
facts respecting Dr. Lynch having been 
on the 5th instant admitted by the Home 
Secretary to be correct—namely, that Dr. 
Lynch, having been in the habit of certify- 
ing all deaths as from natural causes, 
did in December last certify that a boy 
named ‘William Charles Young died from 
natural causes, although he had not seen 
the boy for a month before his death, 
and another doctor had attended him in 
his last illness; that on the inquest the 
jury found that the boy had died from 
swallowing a halfpenny, and character- 
ised Dr. Lynch’s conduct as discreditable, 
Lord C. Beresford. 
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and requested the coroner to call the 
Registrar General’s attention to it; and 
that, in consequence of this and of 
further representation made to the 
Registrar General officially by the town 
clerk of Walsall, the Registrar General 
directed the Superintendent Registrar 
there to treat all certificates given by 
Dr. Lynch of deaths from natural causes 
as equivalent to certificates of death with 
a view to his holding inquests in such 
cases; and the Lord Chancellor 
aware that Dr. Lynch was under this 
stigma when he was selected as worthy 
to be placed on the judicial bench ; and 
whether, now that his Lordship’s atten- 
tion has been called to the facts, he 
will take steps to remove Dr. Lynch 
from the bench! 


‘Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: [am informed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor that, following out the principles 


Was 


observed by all his predecessors, he 
thinks it is undesirable to state the 
grounds for any appointment to ihe 


bench, or the sources of information on 
which it is made, further than 
to state that he has satisfied himseirt as 
to the facts on authority in whica he 
has entire confidence. If any facts are 
brought to his notice which would be 
prima facie evidence of misconduct on 
the part of Dr. Lynch, the Lord Chan- 
cellor will, in accordance with the usual 
practice, inquire into them and give Dr. 
Lynch an opportunity of explaining. 


Mr. GEDGE: But as to the last ques- 
tion—whether the Lord Chancellor was 
aware that this stigma rested upon Dr. 
Lynch when he was appointed, and 
whether the Lord Chancellor will now 
take steps to remove Dr. Lynch from 
the bench? ‘The matter is causing very 
great agitation in my constituency. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I have no informauon as to the 
state of the Lord Chancellor’s informa- 
tion when he appointed Dr. Lynch. The 
last question I have already answered. 


CLOGHER RATE COLLECTORSHIP. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.): L 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 








oe 
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is aware that the Clogher Board of Guar- | protection, and collectors often find it 
dians have appointed as rate collector | necessary to go out and lie in ambush, 


Anne Magill, whose qualifications satis- 
fied the board ; whether the Irish Local 
Government Board refuse to sanction 
this appointment solely on the ground 
of sex, and propose to appoint a man 
instead ; and whether several precedents 
for such an appointment as that made 
by the Clogher Board of Guardians 
already exist in England! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The fact 
is as stated in the first paragraph. Pro- 
tests on behalf of a minority of the 
vuardians have, however, been made 
against the appointment of Miss Magill. 
My honourable Friend was good enough 
to postpone this Question from the 4th 
instant, and I have since made careful 
inquiry into the subject of the collection 
of the poor rate in England (where 
there are precedents for the appointment 
of a female collector), and the means by 
which the payment of the rate is en- 
forced in both countries. In England the 
justices in petty sessions are empowered 
to issue a distress warrant for the re- 
covery of the poor rate, and in the event 
of there being no goods on which to dis- 


train there would be an order for im- | 


prisonment. In Ireland the justices have 
no power to imprison for default, though 
they have the power to issue a distress 


warrant. In England, moreover, the dis- | 


tress warrant is addressed to the con- 
stable of the parish and the overseers of 
the poor, whilst in Ireland it may only 
he addressed by the justices to the col- 
lector, who cannot act by deputy, or the 
collector may distrain under his own 
warrant of appointinent. The law of dis- 
tress and the statutable requirements of 
a lawful distress are complicated, and 
in many cases the failure to satisfy these 
requirements renders the person making 
the distraint a trespasser. It has been 
the practice of the Executive in Ireland 
to refuse to authorise a police escort to 
persons enyaged in a distraining expedi- 
tion, since by protecting a forcible and 
wrongful distress the police, who have 
u0 means of determining whether a dis- 
tress is a legal one, would become co- 
trespassers, Notwithstanding this, how- 
ever, payment of the poor rate in Ire- 
land has very frequently to be enforced 
hy distraint, without, of course, police 


| with the view of effecting a seizure imme- 
diately after sunrise. Looking to all the 
| circumstances of the case, [ am unable 





| to admit such an analogy between the 
| cases of England and Ireland of the coi- 
lection of the rates as would lead me to 
the conclusion that the office of collector 
ir. Ireland could be filled with advantage 
| by a woman. The guardians of the 
| Clogher Union have, therefore, been re- 
| quested to proceed to the appointment 
lof a man to the office. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that this 
lady has fulfilled the duties of the office 
for five years! Surely she might be 
allowed to continue in the appointment, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


aware of the fact. 


WALTHAM ABBEY POWDER MILLS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
| tary of State for War whether, as a re- 
sult of the breakdown of the boilers at 
the new nitro-glycerine works, 12 work- 
men of good character, with four or five 
years’ service and practical experience 
in the explosives department, were tem- 
| porarily discharged from the Waltham 
Abbey Powder Mills on 24th May last ; 
whether on 4th July a number of in- 
experienced men were introduced into 
the factory to fill the places of the men 
discharged ; whether he is aware that 
these men have been placed direct in 
the explosives department ; and whether 
|this dangerous expedient has been 
|resorted to in order to prevent the re- 
|entry into the service of C. Finch and 
| other trade unionists who were dis- 
| charged on 24th May! 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): Will the 
right honourable Gentleman say whether 
the old nitro-glycerine factory is not 
maintained in perfect equipment! Why 
was it necessary to suspend work’! 


1 
avs 


| Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: I think 


the honourable Gentleman will find his 
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Question answered in the reply I am 
about to give. Twenty-two men, who 
had for some time been under notice to 
leave, and whose average service was 
under three years, were discharged from 
the Royal Powder Factory in May last 
because employment could not be found 
for them at the time, and it was pro- 
bable that a considerable period might 
elapse before work again became avail- 
able. Except in the case of Finch, it 
was not known whether or not they were 
members of a trades union, nor did any 
such consideration enter into the ques- 
tion, the men selected for discharge being 
those who were lowest on the lists in 
respect of service. The men since taken 
on are men of good character, who have 
served in the Army, and who were seek- 
ing employment, and the superintendent 
has no doubt that they are quite as com- 
petent to perform the work entrusted to 
them as were the men formerly engaged 
upon it. 


ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary oi State for War 
whether, in the scheme for the re- 
organisation of the Army Clothing 
Department, Pimlico, any provision is 
being made for the abolition of the 
present system of classification of store- 
housemen and the substitution of a 
system of advancement by periodical 
increment until a maximum wage is 
reached ! 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: As I 
have previously stated in answer to a 
Question, no change in the rates or 
system of pay in the Royal Army 
Clothing Department is in contempla- 
tion, 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whethe 
coopers employed in day work at Dept- 
ford Victualling Yard receive 30s. per 
week wages, although the lowest wages 


paid by private employers to their 
coopers for similar work is 40s. per 
week ; whether the piece work rates paid 


Mr. Powell Williams. 
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to coopers at Deptford Victualling Yard 
range from 30 to 40 per cent. below the 
rates paid by private employers for 
similar work ; whether private firms who 
pay their workmen the trades union 
rates of wages are at the present time 
supplying the Admiralty at Deptford 
Victualling Yard with new casks at a 
lower price than they can be manufac- 
tured in the yard; and will he explain 


what is the cause of this difference in 
cost! 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 


Coopers employed on day work at Dept- 
ford Victualling Yard receive 30s. for a 
48 hours’ week. According to my infor- 
mation, it is not the fact that coopers 
employed by private employers on 
similar work are paid 40s. a week. I 
have no information as to the piece work 
rates paid by private employers. In 
regard to paragraph 3, I believe the facts 
are as stated. The cause of the differ- 
ence in cost is a question which is new 
engeging my consideration, 


LIEUTENANT-COLONELS OF MARINES 

Mr. MENDL: I bee to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty why substantive 
lieutenant-colonels of Marines are put on 
rosters on which lieutenant-colonels im 
the Army never serve! 


Tue FIRST LORD or true ADMI- 
RALTY The Question to which 
the honourable Member refers hes not 


escaped the attention of the Admiralty, 
but on consideration it was found 
advisable to change the present system: 
by which the detailing of officers for 
garrison duty is left to the discretion of 
the general officers commandine the dis- 
tricts, under whom officers of the Roval 
Marines serve when on shore. There is. 
however, some distinction between 
lieutenant-colonels of the Royal Marines 
and lieutenant-colonels in the Army, 
which is recognised in the Queen’s Reeu- 
lations and Orders for the Army. 


noi 


POOR RELIEF IN KENMARE UNION. 

Mr. FARRELL (Kerry, 8.): I bee to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lora 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he nas 
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received a resolution from the Kenmare 
Board of Guardians, asking the Govern- 
ment to contribute at least a portion of 
the money necessary to meet the out- 
door relief expenses of the union; and 
whether, owing to the very heavy rate 
levied by county cess and poor rate in 
the union, the request of the guardians 
will be granted? 


Sugar Bounties 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reso- 
lution referred to has been received. 
The outdoor relief afforded under the 
relaxed rules in the Kenmare Union 
would amount to less than ld. in 
the £, and the Local Government 
Board do not consider that any undue 
burden will be placed on the ratepayers 
having to meet the extra charge in 
respect of in-maintenance and outdoor 
relief, in consequence of the distress 
which prevailed last winter in certain 
parts of the union. The guardians of 
this union were on several occasions 
offered financial aid in relieving the poor 
if they would adopt a labour test, but 
they declined to avail themselves of the 
offer and preferred to afford relief -vith- 
out imposing any test of destitution. 
Their present application is not one that 
can be entertained. 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 
Capraiy DONELAN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for North Galway, I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is now in a position to give 
a reply to the memorandum prepared by 
the clerks of the second division of the 


Civil Service, calling the attention of the | 


Government to the disabilities under 
which they suffered in consequence of 
the refusal of heads of Departments to 
exercise the powers conferred upon them 
by Order in Council of recommending 
meritorious clerks for promotion to the 
first division ; and whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Treasury to take into con- 
sideration the cases of those clerks before 
sanctioning the holding of further exami- 
nations for direct appointment to class I. ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Order in Coun- 
cil leaves it to heads of Departments, in 
the exercise of their discretion, to recom- 


[FourtH Seriss. | 
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mend promotions from the second to the 
higher division. They are not required 
to make such a recommendation in the 
case of every “meritorious” clerk. The 
Ridley Commission indicated their view 
of the conditions which might justify pro- 
motion by using the expressions, ‘ excep- 
(tional fitness” and “very exceptional 
ability, merit, and diligence.” Since the 


issue of the Order in Council of 21st 
March, 1890, 14 clerks of the second 
division have been promoted to the 


higher division, strictly so called—that is, 
to situations normally filled by the class 
(I. examination; 84 have been promoted 
|to situations not coming within. that 
idescription, but which would ordinarily 
ibe filled by open competitive examina- 
itions of a higher standard than that for 
'the second division; and 269 have been 
|appointed to staff posts carrying im- 
|proved salary. And there have been 90 
vases of special promotion, on the ground 
lof exceptional merit, from the lower to 
‘the higher grade of the second division. 
|The Treasury see no reason to alter their 
|practice with regard to holding examina- 
‘tions, when required, for direct appoint- 
|ments to the higher division. 








SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE. 

CotoneL Sim H. VINCENT: I 
‘bee to ask the Secretary of State 
‘for the Colonies if will be so 
| good to undertake not to pro- 
/pose any Resolution for the grant of 
further pecuniary aid from the taxpayers 
iof the United Kingdom to relieve the 


he 


as 


iindustrial distress in the West Indies 
|until the instructions to the British dele- 
| gates at the Brussels Conference on sugar 
| bounties, and the proceedings at the con- 
| ference, are in the hands of Members? 


| Tos FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: My right honourable Friend the 
Colonial Secretary has asked me to 
answer. The Government agree with my 
honourable Friend that the Supplemen- 
tarv Estimate should not be taken until 
the Report of the Sugar Conference is in 
the hands of Members; and I believe 
it will be before the end of next week. 


2Z 
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TOURIST TRAFFIC ON THE LOWER 
SHANNON. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if arrangements could 
be made for developing the tourist traffic 
on the Lower Shannon, so that the steam- 
boat employed in connection with the 
Listowel-Kilkee route, which reaches Tar- 
bert at 10 a.m., and remains there nearly 
six hours, should proceed to Glin, thence 
to Foynes to meet the train from 
Limerick, which arrives at mid-day, and 
leaves at 1.55, and so make a daily con- 
nection between Limerick, the intermedi- 
ate named, and Kilkee, the 
steamboat leaving Foynes at 2 o’clock, 
calling at Glin, and reaching Tarbert in 
time for the coach from Listowel at 3.45 
p-m. ? 


Course of 


stations 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government have no objection to the 
Kilrush and Tarbert steamer giving a 
service with Glin and Foynes. On the 
contrary, they are most anxious to have 
this extension put into operation, and 
have informed all concerned. It 
therefore rests entirely with the railway 
and steamboat companies to make their 
own arrangements fit in therewith, so as 
not to unreasonably delay the flow of the 
through tourist traffic from Killarney and 
the south to Kilkee and the north. 


sO 


LAW OFFICERS RIGHTS IN CRIMINAL 
TRIALS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to the Attorney General 
whether in criminal prosecutions, when 


ask 


no evidence is called on behalf of the 
accused, the law officers of the Crown 
may and do exercise a privilege not 
enjoyed by other counsel, however 


eminent, of addressing the jury after the 
accused or his counsel has spoken :n 
defence; and whether he will consent 
that either the law officers shall forego 
the exercise of this privilege, or, if it is 
in the interest of justice that the prose- 
cution should speak last, that the right 
should be mad OE neral? 


Sir R. WEBSTER 
cutions conducted by 


: In criminal prose- 
a law officer he has 
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the right of reply, whether evidence for 
the defence is called or not, in any case 
in which in his opinion it is in the 
interests of justice he should exercise this 
right. In my opinion, such a duty 
should only be discharged on the respon- 
sibility of a law officer, and should not 
be extended to prosecutions not so con- 
ducted. 


Public Business. 


COURSE OF PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: It mav be convenient to the 


House I should state that on Monday I 
propose to move to suspend the 12 
o'clock rule for the remainder of the Ses- 
sion. It is a later date this year than 
last. After that we shall proceed with the 
Third Reading of the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill, and after that, again, my right 
honourable Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will introduce in Committee 
the Colonial Loans Bill. I stated yester- 
day that that Bill would be introduced 
to-day, but I find it must be introduced 
in Committee of the whole House, and, 
therefore, of necessity, it must be put off 
till Monday. After these have been dis- 
posed of, certain Bills, which I trust are 
uncontroversial, will be proceeded with. 
On Tuesday we shall probably take the 
Vaccination Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will the 
right honourable Gentleman promise 
that the terms of the Motion will be 
placed on the notice Paper on Monday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or trae TREA- 
SURY: No, Sir, I do not think that is 
the usual practice. 


Sm W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
Will the Vaccination Bill be the first 
order on Tuesday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or trae TREA- 
SURY: Yes, in all probability. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): Will the 
right honourable Gentleman kindly say 
when the next stage of the Prisons Bill 
will be taken? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I understand the proceedings on 
that Bill are nearly terminated, but I 
am afraid I cannot exactly fix a day 
for it. 


Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): When 
does the right honourable Gentleman 
pronose to take the Indian Budget? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I think some time will elapse 
before that is taken. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [l6rnH Axtorrep Day] 
Considered in Committee. 


Me. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. 


(In the Committee.) 
CIVIL SERVICES ESTIMATES, 1898-9. 
Cuass IV. 


“ £626,734 to complete the sum for Public 
Education (Ireland).” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): There are 
several matters connected with this Vote 
to which I desire to direct the attention 
of the Committee. First of all, there is the 
extraordinary position in which the ques- 
tion of the arrears of the free grant due 
to the Irish teachers now stands. It is 
not necessary for me to go over the whole 
question, but in one or two sentences [ 
might remind the Committee of what has 
occurred. When the Irish Education Act 
was passed the Irish Members pressed 
for the application of the fee grant in 
Ireland to be on the same principle as it 
was in Great Britain—that is, on a capita- 
tion grant of so much per head—and the 
Treasury in these days absolutely refused 
to accede to the request of the Irish 
Members, and insisted that the principle 
of proportionate grants should be put in 
force as regards the fee grant, and ac- 
cordingly it was decided that the grant 
should be given to Ireland in a certain 
proportion to the grant in England. It 
was then discovered after some years 
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that in calculating that proportion, 
whether knowingly or unknowingly, be- 
cause that does not touch the argument, 
the Treasury had held back from Ire- 
land a very considerable sum of money 
which ought to have come to them on 
the principle which the Treasury itself 
had insisted upon, and that a consider- 
able sum of arrears had accumulated and 
become due to the Irish teachers by this 
mistake on the part of the Treasury. 
When this matter was brought under 
the notice of the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, after some considerable 
debate, he admitted the wrong, and con- 
sented, from the year before that in 
which the matter was debated, to set 
it right, and that this sum in future 
should be fairly calculated and paid in 
its proportion to the Irish teachers. Since 
that time the system of making a fee 
grant has been changed, but a consider- 
able sum of money was due by way of 
arrears, extending over, I think, three 
years, during which—and this is an 
admitted fact on which there is no 
controversy—a sum amounting to 


£90,000 became due to the Irish 
teachers. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer himself admits £75,000, so 


that I am within the mark in saying 
that a very large sum due to the 
teachers of Ireland has been withheld 
from them owing to a mistake in calcula- 
tion by the Treasury, although it was 
legally due. If it was legally due, about 
which I do not think there is any conten- 
tion, then it ought to be paid. In order 
to make that perfectly clear, I will refer 
to what occurred when this question was 
discussed on the 2nd July last year. J 
raid— 


“The Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that the arrears of the fee grant ought to have 
been paid to the teachers. 

“The Chancellor of the Exchequer: I never 
admitted that. 

“ Mr. Dillon: You admitted that an injustice 
was done. 


“The Chancellor of the Exchequer: I 
admitted that there was a debt to Irish educa- 
tion on that account, but not to individual 
teachers.” 


That is the position taken up by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It is a 
position which I cannot admit, because 
nobody can deny that, even if the calcu- 
lation has been correctly made, the 


222 





1235 Supply. 


money would have gone for education— 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
takes up that position now—that inas- 
much as the Treasury did make this mis- 
take, and this money ought to have 
gone, according to law, into the pockets 
of the Irish teachers during these three 
years, because certain of these teachers 
had disappeared, or there was a certain 
difficulty in identifying those who ought 
to have got the money, that the debt was 
no longer to the individual teacher, but he 
admitted it was a debt to Irish education. 
I cannot admit that at all. I think that 
the argument, that it might be impos- 
sible in some infinitesimal cases to 
ascertain who are the men entitled to 
these arrears, is a very weak argument 
indeed, because numbers of them about 
whose claim any doubt could arise must 
have been infinitesimally small, and I 
shall show in a few moments that that 
view has recommended itself to the Trea- 
sury. That is a very clear position. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer himself 
admits that the debt is due to Irish edu- 
cation. We say that it is due to indi- 
vidual teachers by the English Trea- 
sury, according to the law, and that it is 
the duty of the English Treasury to find 
out who these men are who claim the 
money as being due, and to instantly 
pay them that which they ought to 
obtain. Now, Sir, a most extraordinary 
development has come into this question 
since the Debate of last year. In that 
Debate, I maintained, and other Irish 
Members who spoke also maintained, 
that this question had no possible connec- 
tion with the totally different question 
of the new pension. A dispute had gone 
on for a considerable time between Irish 
teachers and the Treasury in regard to 
the position of the pension fund, and on 
that question I shall have a few words 
to say ina moment. But there is no con- 
nection between the debt due to the 
teachers in respect of the arrears of the 
fee grant and the question of the 
solvency or insolvency of the pension 
fund and the new pension rules which 
have been issued by the Department, 
and if the question of the solvency or 
insolvency of the pension fund had never 
arisen, this debt in respect of the arrears 
of the fee grant would have been equally 
due, and it would have been an unanswer- 
able claim on the part of the Irish 
teachers to get this money paid over to 
Mr. Dillon 
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them if no question had ever arisen as to 
the solvency or insolvency of the pension 
fund; and, on the other hand, if the 
question of the fee grant had never 
arisen, and the Treasury had never made 
the mistake which gave rise to the 
arrears in the fee grant, then the ques- 
tion of the pension fund and the dispute 
between the Treasury and the Irish 
teachers as regards the new pension rules 
would stand on its own basis. Therefore, 


there was no connection between the 
objects. The Chancellor of the Exche- 


quer, in the Debate last year, finding 
himself very hard pressed on both ques- 
tions, and finding that in the Debate the 
claims of the Irish teachers were pressed 
not only from these benches, but also 
by strong supporters of his own, includ- 
ing the honourable Member for Belfast, 
whom I see now in his place, and also 
the Member for the University of Dublin 
and other leading supporters of the 
Government, he sent for the Irish 
teachers 





*THoe CHANCELLOR or toes EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): No I did not. 


Mr. DILLON: Well, we will hear 
about that later on. What I have said 
is, according to the information placed 
in my hands, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer sent for the Irish teachers and 
desired an interview with them, and, 
according to the statement which nas 
been placed in my hands, he stated to 
them that the question of their right to 
obtain individually the sums due to them 
in respect of the free grant would be 
favourably considered if they agreed to 
the new scale of stoppages in respect to 
the pension fund. Now, that is a most 
extraordinary line to take, and we must, 
in order to fully appreciate its extra- 
ordinary character, remember that in the 
course of the Debate on the 2nd July last 
year it was strictly argued, and very 
influential legal opinion was given on the 
subject, that the demand to increase the 
stoppages in respect of the pension fund 
was perfectly illegal, and that the 
Government had no power to enforce that 
demand. Thatis the decision of the legal 
Members of the Bar in Dublin who have 
been consulted in the matter. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer says he is wrong, 
and then he warns the teachers that they 
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have not a shadow of a chance of getting 
any of the money due to them in respect 
of the arrears of free grants unless they 
surrender with regard to the pension 
rules. If what I state be a correct, or 
even an approximately correct, view of 
what took place between the teachers 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, I 
say that that transaction is entirely un- 
worthy of a great officer of the Staie. 
These two questions ought to be dealt 
with separately on their merits, and it 
is unworthy of a man in the position of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in this 
country to enter into a bargain, and 
bring pressure to bear upon poor men in 
the position of the Irish National 
teachers. I am informed that the 
teachers, having for a considerable time 
resisted this pressure, finally referred the 
matter to the executive committee in 
Dublin, who, fearing that if they held 
out any longer, they would lose their 
chance of the free grant, and then be 
compelled to accept the pension fund 
scheme, because at that time they were not 
convinced that they had so strong a legal 
position as they have now, surrendered. 
The executive committee surrendered, 
and sent a letter to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, saying that they would 
be willing to agree to the Government 
proposals in respect of the pension fund, 
on condition that they got their arrears 
of fee grant. That is the position up 
to last autumn. What happened then! 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer having 
succeeded—— 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: No, no! 


Mr. DILLON: Well, I am stating the 
case as it was stated to me, and we shall 
hear in the course of the Debate whether 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer can 
correct my statement in any particular. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer having 
succeeded in driving this bargain, which 
appears to me to be a herd bargain, and 
one which it was entirely outside the 
proper sphere of action of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, issues directions to the 
Department in Dublin to do that very 
thing which it was said to be impossibie 
to do, to find the amount due to each 
individual teacher in Ireland in respect 
of the arrears of the fee grant, and, as 
I am informed, this calculation has been 
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made. I put a question last week to the 
Secretary to the Treasury, and he in- 
formed me that the calculation referred 
to cost about £650; so that, if I am 
correctly informed, at the present 
moment, in the Education Office in Dublin 
there is a list elaborately calculated 
giving the amount of money due to eacn 
individual teacher in Ireland in respect 
of the fee grant, and that calculation 
cost a sum of £650. What happens then? 
While the calculation was being made, or 
nearly finished—indeed, I am not sure 
that it was not actually finished—the 
Teachers’ Congress met in Dublin. Great 
agitation had arisen in the country about 
these questions, and the congress repu- 
diated the action of their executive com- 
mittee, and stated that the executive 
committee had been guilty of an act of 
weakness in yielding to the pressure cf 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
they entirely refused to yield, and 
decided to stand on their rights. I must 
confess that they were fairly entitled to 
stand on their rights. It is a serious step 
to stand fact to face with so inflexible a 
Department as the Treasury Department. 
But, whether for good or for evil, they 
decided to stand on their rights and to 
withdraw the letter sent to the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer. And now what an 
extraordinary position we are in! It is 
not denied that at an expense of £650 
a calculation has been made, and that it 
is now complete, showing exactly how 
much is due to each individual teacher 
in respect of the free grant. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer takes up this 
position: I will not pay these men the 
amount due to them unless they will 
surrender their rights in respect of the 
pension fund. Let us turn for a moment 
to the question of the pension fund. I 
do not desire to go fully into that, be- 
cause I maintain that the two questions 
are separate, and ouzht to have been 
kept separate, and it is the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer who mixed them up. 


*The CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: No! 


Mr. DILLON: At all events, I say that 
the two questions ought to be kept dis- 
tinct and separate. Let us see what the 
pension fund is. It is a fund which was 
started in 1879 by an Act called the 
Trish Teachers’ Act, and it was originated 
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by the appropriation of a million of 
money from the Irish Church Fund. 
Small grants have been made by the 
Treasury since, and when that fund was 
set apart in the Act there was a proviso 
that the Lord Lieutenant, with the sanc- 
tion of the Treasury, could make rules 
from time to time, and aiso altcr these 
rules, setting forth the schedule of the 
deductions from the teachers’ salaries as 
contributions towards the fund, on the 
faith of which deduction the teachers 
were to get certain pensions. That rule 
was made, and a large majority of the 
teachers caine in and agreed to the de 
ductions. This went on for several years. 
It was said by an expert who examined 
the fund that it was insolvent, and not 
only insolvent, but insolvent to a con- 
siderable extent. It appeared from the 
calculations that it was not more than 
half of what it ought to be. The Govern- 
ment then proposed, under a certain pro- 
vision in the Act, to alter the rules, and 
they altered the rules to such an extent 
as in some instances to double the deduc- 
tions from the teachers’ salaries, and 
also to considerably reduce the amount 
of pension. The teachers very naturally 
resented this proposal and took up the 
position that, having entered into a 
contract as regards the present teachers 
who had come in under the pension rules, 
the implied contract existed, and that 
they—the teachers—were not responsible, 
at all events, for any mistakes made by 
the actuaries of the Treasury. They 
had carried out their part of the con- 
tract, and the Treasury had practically 
contracted on certain conditions to find 
them the pensions set forth in the rules. 
This question has been largely debated, 
but I am informed that the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for Trinity 
College, the honourable Member for St. 
Stephen’s Green Division, and The Mac- 
Dermott, who was the Attorney General 
in the late Government, and also, it is 
stated, in Dublin, Chief Baron Palles, one 
of the greatest lawyers on the Irish 
Bench, all agree in this, that they have 
no doubt that the teachers are legally 
right in their contention, and that the 
Treasury and Castle in Dublin have no 
legal power either to increase the deduc- 
tions or to reduce the pension set forth 
in the rules ; and their interpretation of 
the Act is this, that whatever may be the 


Mr. Dillon. 
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position as regards future teachers who 
come in after the date of the altered rules, 
there is no legal power to make what 
they hold to be an implied contract be 
tween the Treasury and the teachers who 
had come in before the change was made. 
I understand that that has not been 
brought to a legal test, but a very curious 
thing happened in the House the other 
day. I asked the Chief Secretary whether 
he would consent to make public those 
remarks of the Education Commissioners 
in Ireland which had reference to this 
matter since the publication of the new 
rules, and he refused to do so. His 
answer was that the record would be 
imperfect without giving, in addition to 
the minutes, the official correspondence 
which had passed between the Castle 
and the teachers and the Board of Educa- 
tion on this subject. I fail to appreciate 
the necessity for having the correspon- 
dence, although we should be very glad 
to have that also. I see no reason why 
the holding back of that correspondence 
should make it impossible for the Govern- 
ment to give way on this question. The 
reason I ask for these minutes is that 
they are more or less contradictory. it 
has been asserted that the Board of Edu- 
cation themselves have taken legal 
opinion—the highest legal authorities 
they could find in Dublin—and their 
opinion is that they are acting illegally 
in attempting to enforce the new pension 
rules. Now, I ask, when we are called 
upon to vote a sum like this, are we, is 
the House of Commons, not entitled to 
have information to set us right upon the 
rumours, if rumours they be, which I 
have mentioned? I do not undertake to 
say whether they are true or false, but 
if statements have been made in refer- 
ence to a matter about which, so far as 
the public are informed, the weight of 
legal authority,is against the contention of 
the Treasury ; if it is rumoured that the 
Board of Education, having submitted a 
case to experienced counsel, have been 
advised that their action is legal, I say 
that we are entitled to know whether 
that is true or not, and we are entitled 
to know whether we are called upon to 
pass this vote, while the Board of Edu- 
cation is under the coercion of the Trea- 
sury. I very much doubt whether the 
Board of Education would be hostile to 
the claims of the teachers, and we are 
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entitled to know whether the Board of 
Education is endeavouring to enforce 
the claims against the teachers which 
are illegal. I think it has been said that 
the teachers do not challenge the legality 
of this question. Very great difficulties 
surround the matter, but even if there 
is grave doubt as to whether the Trea- 
sury were treating their servants illegally 
and unfairly, I think they ought to be in- 
clined to treat them properly, and not 
enforce against them the strict letter 
of the law; and where they have an 
opinion from the highest legal authorities 
that the claims of the teachers are legally 
right, then I think that the teachers ought 
to receive the benefit of that opinion. 
The Department responsible for these 
rules took legal advice, and have received 
a formal opinion that their proceedings 
were illegal, that they were quite against 
the principle of the law, and I think 
that they certainly ought not to come to 
this House and ask for this money. Let 
me say that these sums ought to be 
divided one from the other; they ought 
to be entirely separated. Let the House 
remember what our contention is. It 
appears to me that the position taken up 
by the Treasury in this matter is 
extreme and unworthy of responsible 
Ministers of the Crown. If there is any 
real power in that Department to enforce 
the new pension rules, then what is the 
use of paying upon the basis of the old 
claims? Cannot you have power to 
enforce those rules which you think you 
are justly entitled to enforce, although we 
may not think so? Why not make it a 
Departmental question, and deal with it 
quite apart from the other? I think it 
is a wrong thing to bring here, and that 
it will arouse suspicion in the public 
mind, because people will naturally say, 
“Tf the Department is right, and are 
dealing legally in this matter, why do they 
not deal with their other servants in 
the same way?” They havea strong moral 
claim, even if they have no legal claim. 
Separate the two questions entirely, and 
deal with the question of the fee grant 
upon its merits; dismiss from your mind 
the whole controversy of the new pension 
rules. For my part, I think it would 
be more worthy of the Government, and 
would be a very much more satis- 
factory thing, 


if the question of the 


{15 Jury 1898} 





Supply. 1242 
teachers claims to the fee grant 
were treated upon its merits, and 


then, having dealt with that, for the 
Government to deal with their protest 
upon the subject of the new pensions 
rules. Now, there are just one or two 
matters that I wish to mention, one of 
which is, I wish to ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary what 
is the attitude which the Government 
proposes to adopt with regard to the 
model schools? We have raised that 
question year after year; there is a Com- 
mittee sitting upon the subject of the 
model schools, and we are told that 
nothing can be done until they have re 
ported. I do not know whether the 
Committee have reported yet, and I 
should like the right honourable Gentle- 
man to tell us what course he means to 
pursue. There is another question with 
regard to the Committee which has been 
sitting upon the subject of technical edu- 
cation; the right honourable Gentleman 
has not yet had time to consider the 
Report of the Committee, but if he has 
any statement to make it would be a 
matter of great interest to us. I have no 
doubt that he will direct his attention 
to it at the earliest possible moment. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tae EX- 

QUER: It appears to me, from the state- 
ment of the honourable Gentleman, that 
his remarks are due to a complete mis- 
conception both of the facts and of the 
law. The honourable Member complains 
that I have attempted to mix up the ques- 
tions of the solvency of the Irish teachers’ 
pension fund and the arrears of the fee 
grant. As a matter of fact, it is abso- 
lutely impossible to separate these two 
questions, which were mixed up, not by 
me, but by a very much greater authority 
than myself—namely, by Parliament, 
with the complete acquiescence of the 
Commissioners of National Education of 
Ireland. Two and a half years ago, as 
the honourable Member has said, this 
question of the arrears of fee grant occu- 
pied the attention of this House, and 
complaints were made on behalf of the 
teachers of Ireland as to what were con- 
sidered to be arrears which were due to 
Ireland in regard to education, on ac- 
count of the impossible basis upon which 
the fee grant had been calculated for 
Ireland in connection with England. 
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Mr. DILLON: That arrangement was 
forced upon us. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: I know. The arrangement which 
was in existence I found to be unwork- 
able, and I altered that arrangement 
under the advice of the law officers of 
the Crown, and made an arrangement 
for the future, which I think I may say 
met with the general acquiescence of 
everyone concerned—namely, that in the 
three countries the same amount, 10s., 
per child should be paid as the fee grant 
to the schools or teachers, as the case 
might be, and in order that that should 
be done I proposed a Vote very early in 
1897 of £108,000, to provide for what 
are called arrears in this matter. Now, 
in what manner was the Vote dealt with? 





£12,600 of it went to the convent 
schools—not to the teachers, but to 
the schools themselves—because the 


teachers in those schools were in no way 
entitled to pension; the rest was 
devoted to the pension fund, with the 
complete acquiescence and approval of 
those honourable Members who had taken 
an active interest in the matter of the 
claims of Ireland to this particular grant, 
and the.Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation, who accepted that arrangement as 
one which satisfactorily met the claims 
of their board with regard to the pension 
fund and fee grant. It was necessary 
that the pension fund should be added 


to in order to make it solvent, and in 
order that it might fulfil its objects. 
The honourable Member has, I think, 


suggested that the idea of the insolvency 
of the teachers’ pension fund is a delu- 
sion; that reminds me of what often 
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happens in the early days of a rotten | 


friendly society or village club: the 


members being ignorant people, are sur- | 
prised at the rapid accumulation of large | 
funds, and they little know that in 30) 


years the whole thing will be gone. 


Mr. DILLON: I did not make that 
suggestion, but it has not been a profit- 
able concern from the beginning, and 
if it is so rotten it is the fault of the 
Treasury officials. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tos EXCHE- 
QUER: 
fault. I 
place. 


No, it is not the Treasury’s 
think I can what took 
In 1877 I was Chief Secretary 


show 


| by which these 
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for Ireland, and I had a great deal to do 
with the drafting of the Teachers’ Pen- 
sions Act, which afterwards became law. 
I know what was intended, and I know 
what that Act provided, and I know that 
it imposed no permanent liability on the 
Treasury whatsoever in connection with 
this fund. What happened was this: 
£1,300,000 was set aside from the Irish 
Church surplus as a pension fund for 
teachers, to be supplemented, so far as 
it was required, by the contributions of 
the teachers; the amount that was to 
be paid out of the Irish Church surpius 
was to be paid as soon as might be by 
the Church Temporalities Commissioners 
to the Irish teachers’ pension fund. 
That was a fixed amount chargeable 
under the Act; and the only provision 
under which the extraordinary sugges- 
tion has been made that the Act im- 
posed a liability upon the Treasury, is a 
clause under which the Commissioners 
of the National Debt are authorised to 
make temporary advances from time to 
time to that pension fund, pending the 
paying in of the £1,300,000, and the 
Treasury has to make good such ad- 
vances if necessary. The words are 
these— ‘ 

“Tf the pension fund shall be insufficient 
for the repayment of such advances, the Trea- 
sury shall issue the amount of such deficiency 
out of the Consolidated Fund.” 

And upon that misconception is based 
this idea, that the Treasury is to make 
good for all time any deficiency in the 


pension fund. There is no basis what- 
ever for such a contention. It was 


clearly intended that this pension fund 
should be kept solvent by contributions 
from the teachers themselves, for the 
payment from the Irish Church surplus 
was a fixed payment, while the Act itself 
provided in a schedule the payments 
which the teacher should make, and laid 
down in so many words that the rules 
were fixed might be 
varied from time to time by the Lord 
Lieutenant, if he saw fit, with the assent 


of the Treasury; and therefore, when 
it is contended, as it has been 
contended, that the alteration of 
the premiums or pensions to exist- 
ing teachers is illegal, I can only 
say that in the course we _ have 
taken we have followed the advice of 


the law officers of the Crown, and the 
contention of honourable Members is 
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absolutely baseless. This Act commenced 
in 1879, and in 1885 a valuation was 
taken by an actuary appointed by the 
Treasury. As a result of that valuation, 
alterations were made in the benefits and 
the premiums—rather more in the bene- 
fits than in the premiums—under which 
teachers received more than they had 
received before. The premiums and 
benefits which were laid down in the 
schedule of the Act were varied by the 
Lord Lieutenant with the consent of the 
Treasury in favour of the teachers. Well, 
if it is legal to do that, to vary these 
things one way, of course it is also legal 
—I am speaking technically—to vary it 
the other way. 


Mr. DILLON: You have got consent 
in one case, and you have not got it in 
the other. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: There was no consent at all asked 
or given in 1885; and there is no ground 


for the claim that the Act gave the 
teachers a perpetual right to certain 
benefits on certain conditions. The Act 


distinctly provides that the benefits and 
premiums named in the schedule might 
be varied from time to time by the 
Lord Lieutenant. Well, that is what oc- 
curred. In 890 891 a fresh valua- 
tion took place and the fund showed a 
large deficit. That was a very serious 
matter. At the instance of the late 
Government the matter was fully exa- 
mined by two of the leading actuaries 
in the United Kingdom in consultation 
with the actuary who had been already 
consulted. They found that the deficit 
was something near £1,200,000. Of 
that deficiency as much as £200,000 was 
calculated to be due to the past contri- 
butions of teachers having been insuff- 
cient. It was perfectly obvious that this 
must be remedied in some way. The 
honourable Member seems to think thit 
the whole of that deficiency should have 
been borne by the Treasury. On what 
grounds! The Act intended that the 
contribution by the teachers should be 
varied from time time. What we 
have done this: we have acted in 
accordance with the statement that was 
made by the Chief Secretary of the day, 
who, when he introduced the Act of Par- 
liament 1879, stated that the inten- 
tion that the contribution of the 


or 


to 


iS 


in 
was 
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teachers should be one-fourth of the 
costs of the benefit, and that the remain- 
ing three-fourths should be borne by the 
Fund. That was the intention, and we 
are carrying it out, by supplementing 
the £1,300,000 year by year by grants 
from the Treasury. Considering that 
the teachers have largely benefited in 
the past by the fact that their contri- 
butions were far too small, it is a little 
strong that complaints should be made 
now that it is not only illegal, but in- 
equitable, that those contributions should 
be somewhat increased. Well, what is 
the increase! The increase is intended 
to provide some £10,000 a year. But 
how many teachers are there! There are 
11,000 teachers in Ireland, and the aver- 
age rate of increased contribution re- 
quired from the teachers of which so 
much has been made is less than £1 per 
head. Since 1879, when the Act was 
passed, the average income of the Irish 
teacher has been increased by Parliament 
by at least £20 a year, and since 1895, 
when we came into office, no less a sum 
than £21,000 a year more than they had 
before has been granted by way of 
fee grant. . Therefore I contend that 
it is perfectly legal and perfectly equit- 
able that the teachers’ contribution 
should be increased, and that they are 
perfectly able to bear it. The honour- 
able Gentleman referred to the National 
Board of Education. With regard to 
this matter the National Board of Edu- 
cation has, of course, acted on the advice 
of the law officers of the Crown; and 
acting on the advice of the law officers of 
the Crown—and they themselves are men 
perfectly capable of judging of this 
matter—they have accepted these new 
rates of contributions and benefits, and 
are enforcing them. We have said that 
if there be any belief that this action is 
illegal, we are perfectly willing to give 
whatever opportunity we can for the 
matter being fully tested in court, but 
the law officers advise that it is legal. 
Therefore we have acted in this matter 
as we intend continuously to act. Now 
the honourable Gentleman has gone on 
not only to charge me with acting 
as if I doubted the legality of the 
‘course which has been pursued, but 
with attempting to bring pressure to 
bear on the teachers, in order to induce 
to it. Sir, I have never 
of the kind. What 


them accept 


done 


anything 








1247 Supply. 
happened was this: after the matter had 
been debated last year, a deputation from 
the organisation of Irish National teachers 
—which, I believe, represents about half 
the teachers—came to London, and 
asked for an interview with me. Some 
of them I had known years ago when I 
was Chief Secretary for Ireland. They 
had sent me a memorial stating their 
views as to these arrears, and they ex- 
pressed a strong wish to place these views 
before me. I complied with their request 
and they stated to me their arguments. 
They said the principal teachers alone 
were entitled to the fee grant, and yet 
assistant teachers also would benefit by 
the Pension Fund, that the amount of the 
fee grant depended on the average attend- 
ance, while the amount of the pension 
depended upon the classification of the 
teacher, so that a low classed principal 
teacher of a large school would be en- 
titled to much more proportionately out 
of the fee grant than he would get out of 
the Pension Fund. They gave other reasons 
why in their opinion this matter should 
be reconsidered. I pointed out, in reply, 
the absolute necessity of providing 
against the bankruptcy of the Pension 
Fund. As to the legality and equity of 
the course we intended to pursue, I think 
I convinced them, as far as they were 
individually concerned, that it was right 
that further contributions should be re- 
quired from the teachers. Afterwards 
they wrote to me a letter stating that if 
I would reconsider this question of the 
fee grant, they would undertake that 
a part of any further payment made 


to them on account of it should 
go to make up the deficiency in 
the premiums paid by them since 


1885, and as to the future, that the 
teachers should bear the cost of the 
pensions according to the proposals of 
the Departmental Committee under the 
new rules. I said I was _ perfectly 
willing to examine the arguments 
they had placed before me, and 
endeavoured to arrive at a fair con- 
clusion. Parliament had already voted 
this grant to the Pension Fund with the 
assent of the National Board of Educa- 
tion, and with the assent of some of the 
honourable Members who are now sitting 
on these benches. But I was anxious, as I 
always have been anxious, that the Irish 
National teachers should feel, at any rate, 
that if the Government was unable to 


Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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accede to their views, the matter had been 
fairly re-examined by the Commissioners 
of National Education, acting in concert 
with the Government of the day. The 
matter was re-examined, and it was found 
impossible to carry out the particular 
proposal made by the teachers, because 
the change which had been made in 1885 
was rather an increase of benefit than a 
reduction of premiums. The teachers, 
therefore, withdrew their letter. I do not 
complain of that ; but it seemed to me to 
leave me no course except to drop all 
further proceedings. I am willing now 
to reconsider the matter if honourable 
Members from Ireland feel that a griev- 
ance exists that deserves a remedy. 
But to this we must adhere. This 
pension fund was founded by Par- 
liament in a certain way and under cer- 
tain conditions. We have accepted a 
great liability for the Treasury—a lia- 
bility which Parliament has not yet ac- 
cepted in regard to other teachers in 
the United Kingdom—for providing 
in future three-fourths of the pensions 
required by the National teachers in 
Ireland. I contend that it is equitable 
and right that they should in return 
bear the moderate increased contri- 
bution which the new rules provide. 
We are unable to accept the view of 
honourable Members opposite that there 
is illegality in this; but if there is any- 
thing unfair to the teachers, anything of 
which the teachers can complain on the 
question of the fee grant, I am perfectly 
willing, as I have said, to consider that. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Sir, 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
must admit that there are two sides to 
the question. I am not going to argue 
the strictly legal point of view, but I am 
going to make a few suggestions upon 
the Statute itself and the surrounding 
circumstances. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has said that the Irish teachers 
were placed in a better position than any 
other body of teachers in the country ; 
but, how? In the teeth of the promise 
of Mr. Gladstone that the Irish Church 
Fund should not be used for educational 
purposes, the Irish Members assented 
that a sum of £1,300,000, which they 
might fairly have argued should be pro- 
vided from Imperial sources, should be 
obtained out of a strictly Irish fund. it 

















1249 Supply. 


must be remembered that the State 
claimed in Ireland to educate children 
from the British and Imperial point of 
view, and deprived us of the chance of 
influencing the upgrowth of the youth 
of the country. But why did the Irish 
Members assent to this sum _ of 
£1,300,000 being dealt with in this way? 
Anybody who reads the “Hansard 
Debates” of that date will see that 
the opinion expressed when _ this 
fund was established was that there 
would be sufficient money for the 
purpose of providing teachers with 
a pension according to the scale in 
the schedule. But, Sir, the right 
honourable Gentleman said that a delu- 
sion has been generated by a miscon- 
struction of clause 7. I quite agree with 
his construction of the clause. I quite 
agree that no lawyer would draw from it 
any other arguments than that of the 
right honourable Gentleman, although 
perhaps a layman, in reading it without 
due consideration, might hurriedly come 
to a different conclusion. But I do not 
think the teachers will found much of 
their case on that clause. Well, Sir, 
having abandoned that portion of the 
case—and I think it is always wise to 
abandon the weaker portion—I turn to 
section 11 of the Act, which, from the 
Treasury point of view, is the strongest 
part of the case. Section 11 provides that 
the schedule of the Act shall be con- 
sidered to have the effect of part of the 
Act, and that the rules in the schedule 
may from time to time be varied by the 
Treasury. Now, Sir, the rules and the 
schedule are perfectly different. The 
rules may be varied by the Treasury, 
but the schedule cannot be varied; and 
what Parliament intended to open for 
alteration were not the actual figures 
upon which teachers were asked to pay, 
but the rules under which from time to 
time the teachers of different classes 
were to pay similar amounts. The belief 
under which Irish teachers accepted the 
arrangement was that by paying into 
a certain fund—and, after all, we cannot 
expect them to be lawyers—they would 
get certain results. And now, Sir, the 


right honourable Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has made some 
comparison between a rotten village club 
and the pension fund being put on a 
sound basis. 


Is not that an unhappy 
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comparison for a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to make in regard to a Measure 
framed by the Treasury? Sir, I should 
be very sorry indeed to compare the 
Treasury in that way, nor should I like to 
compare it to a welsher on a racecourse 
or any person of that kind with whom 
you deposited your money in the faith 
that your winner would be forthcoming. 
But, Sir, the position of the right 
honourable Gentleman, instead of being 
either of these, rather resembles, I think, 
the new system of betting under which, 
I understand, anybody who invests on 
any horse gets something out of the pool, 
whether his horse wins or not. But, Sir, 
would it not be an unfortunate thing if 
by a miscalculation it was found at the 
end of the day’s racing there was not 
enough in the pool to go all round? Well, 
take another illustration. Suppose in the 
month of August I join a Christmas goose 
club, and in order that I may be entitled 
to a goose on Christmas Day, I pay a 
certain amount of money during the 
autumn. Would it not, to say the least 
of it, be a very unfortunate thing if, 
after the regular payment of my contri- 
butions to the club, I found myself 
“plucked” as the result of my invest- 
ment? These are not my comparisons ; 
they are the comparisons of the right 
honourable Gentleman at the head of 
Her Majesty’s Government. But is it 
fair that a fund which was founded by 
Statute on a Treasury actuarial basis 
should be compared by the right honour- 
able Gentleman to the case of a rotten 
village benefit club? Well, that, I think, 
may be regarded as the effect of his 
argument on behalf of the Treasury. It 
appears to me that if there is something 
to be said from the point of view of the 
Treasury, there is much more to be 
said from the point of view of Ireland. 
Sir, the right honourable Gentleman has 
suggested that it is rather ungrateful of 
existing teachers to now repudiate the 
obligation that their contribution should 
be increased ; but allow me to point this 
out. The existing teachers have got no 
benefit whatever from the pension fund, 
and the men who ought to pay are the 
men under pension. I can well under- 
stand the Government saying to men 
drawing their pensions, “ You are getting 
too much, having regard to the depleted 
position of the fund; you have been » 
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paid too much all along, and you must 
bear a share in this loss.” But that is 
not what the Government say. These 
pensioners are undoubtedly the men who 
have had the benefit of this fund. 


sions, and they ought to contribute; for! 
° . = 2 ° ° ° | 
it is the state of their pensions im pro-| 
portion to their contributions which has | 


brought about the actuarial insolvency of 
the fund. 
borne solely by existing teachers, and not 


by those who have really got the benefit | 


from it? It must be confessed by every- 
body that the existing teachers who are 
now in the service of the country have 
gained no benefit from the fund, and 
what now asked of these 
teachers is that they should pay for the 
blunders of the Treasury, and to provid 
pensions for those who are drawing them 
very quietly, while the others wiio remain 
in the service have to provide the fund. 
In other words, if a teacher left the 
service in 1898 that teacher gets the 
full benefit of his pensicn, whereas 
another teacher who has still 10 years 
to serve will have to pay, in order to get 
the same benefit, a much larger class of 
contribution, although, in fact, his posi- 
tion is actually the same as in the other. 


is 


I myself-regret that the teachers did not | 


push this matter to a conclusion in the 


courts when the Government made their | 
honourable | 


offer; but, the right 
Gentleman the Member for East Mayo 
has said, they are a body of men who do 
not represent the entire teachers of Ire 
land, and therefore they would be fight- 
ing the battle for a number of teachers 
who had not provided the funds for the 
fight, and who do not belong to the asso- 
ciation. Then, of course, if they were 
successful, the prestige of the Treasury 
would take it to the House of Lords for 
trial, and that more than can be 
expected from men like the National 
teachers of Ireland. I think that on the 
whole the would have done 
better for themselves, and it would have 
been better for us in presenting their 
case in this House, if they had endea- 
voured to test it in the law courts. Now, 
the right honourable Gentleman has com- 
plained, not unduly, perhaps, of the 
action of the body of teachers represent- 
ing their organisation. I feel, however, 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


as 


is 


teachers 
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Some | 
of them are dead and gone, but there | 
are a number still drawing their pen-| 


Why is this contribution to be | 


existing | 


ie | 
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that any body of teachers who, on behalf 





| of the teachers’ organisation, offer to 
| fight the case, have a very difficult battle, 
and I think their fellows in the organisa- 
tion should show them perhaps a little 
more consideration than they actually 
receive. I think, if they made a mis- 
take, they made it in the best interests 
of their organisation, and when you send 
representatives to do your duty, it is 


| 
| 


really better to stick to those whom 
|you appoint than to criticise them 
| afterwards without knowing the whole 
of the difficulties in which they 
(were placed. The right honourable 
|Gentleman has made, however, what 
| I consider to be a_ further’ sug- 
gestion in the matter, and he has 
again thrown it upon the Irish autho- 


| rities, that they 


| 


should again look into 
the matter, with a view to its further con- 
|sideration. The Irish Members are in as 
\great a difficulty on this question as the 
teachers were last year when they met the 
right honourable Gentleman. We are 
prepared to strike a bargain in the 
matter, although the teachers, who do not 
understand the manner in which these 
questions are settled in the House of 
Commons, may think their rights are 
higher than they really are, and the 
teachers might have no hesitation in turn- 
ing round on us for making a compromise, 
'which they, from their stronger feelings, 
would feel that perhaps they were wrong 
in making. The right honourable Gentle 
man has not, as I understood him, taken 


up an absolute non PpossumUs attitude 
in the matter. 
*Toe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 


|\CHEQUER: Hear, hear! 

| Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am pleased to 
jhear that sign of approval. If he would 
jtell us what he has in his mind by way 
| of a compromise, I do not think he would 
find that there any hostile spirit 
| Trish Members or on the other 


is 
} amonest 
| « 


| side of the House, because Conservative 
|Members are just as much entitled to 
| be in favour of this as we are. It is not 


'a matter for Nationalists specially, or for 
| Nationalist teachers alone, nor is it a poli- 
jtical question from any point of view. 
| We are strivine to do our best for a 
|body of -public servants, no matter of 
what religion they may be, and this is 
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a matter on which they are entitled to 
have their views respected. I should be 
glad to hear from the Government that, 
having regard to the circumstances of the 
case, they will not take up the strong 
position which the right honourable 
Gentleman now assumes. When you look 
at the matter from the point of view of 
high and dry Treasury law, it may be 
found that the Treasury may turn out to 
be right or wrong. But when you are 
dealing with a body of men, some 2,000 
or 3,000 strong, it is not wise that they 
should get into their heads what the 
ordinary man does get into his head, 
that he belonged to a goose club or a 
building society which turned out insol- 
vent, where he found that in the end he 
had been paying contributions in an insur- 
ance society or pension fund, and his 
hopes were not realised, although he had 
planked his money down on the faith of 
the promises in the prospectus. We are 
living, Sir, in an age of bogus prospec- 
tuses and bogus companies. Here is a 
British Statute passed by a British 
Minister, and really some higher validity 
ought to be given to it, and it ought to be 
construed in a somewhat different spirit 
than if it was an ordinary society or pen- 
sion fund. In consequence of the con- 
struction of that Act of Parliament, Irish 
teachers have no power, and everything 
connected with it is moulded by the Trea- 
sury. They paid into that fund started 
by the Treasury, on the faith that if they 
did so they would be insured for all time, 
and that their contributions would, at 
the end of their long, laborious and irk- 
some careers, secure them a substantial 
pension. God knows, the teaching of 
children is the most irksome task that 
any body of men can be given, and I 
think that they are entitled to some 
thing more than the strict measure of 
the law. I think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might wind up the Session— 
which has not been wholly unpleasant to 
the Trish Members in their relations with 
the Government—creditably and amica- 
bly in agreement with all parties by 
settling this matter, and thus give satis- 
faction to a large and deserving body of 
en. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I am not unwilling to 
respond to the appeal of the honour- 


{15 Jury 1898} 





Supply. 1254 
able and learned Member, though 
I do not regard the matter as 
one for bargaining. I have looked 


at it with a view of trying to arrive at 
a termination of this question on what 
appears to me to be a basis that will 
be generous. I should like to settle the 
matter on a basis akin to that suggested 
in the letter sent to me by the represen- 
tatives of the National teachers. I 
should like to ask Parliament to vote a 
sum of £95,000 and devote it to paying 
to the teachers the fees to which they 
can make claim under the calculations 
that have been made by the Commis- 
sioners of National Education, subject 
to a deduction which shall not exceed 25 
per cent. for the insufficiency of past 
contributions. I think the teachers will 
get out of that between £70,000 and 
£76,000, and the rest will go to the pen- 
sion fund. I throw that suggestion out 
without prejudice, as the lawyers say. 


*Mr. E. GRAY (West Ham, N.): The 
statement made to the House by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has removed 
from my mind many misconceptions with 
regard to the teachers’ complaint. The 
pension fund was insolvent not so much 
through the insufficiency of the actuarial 
payments, but in consequence of the 
large number of teachers who withdrew, 
professedly broken down in health, before 
they reached the pension age. That, I 
have always understood, has been a source 
of weakness to the pension fund, and has. 
gradually reduced it to a condition of 
insolvency. I am not pleading or sug- 
gesting that any duty rests upon the 
Treasury to add to the fund, for I do not 
think that that is hardly the point at 
all. It may be that the Treasury was 
thoroughly justified in requiring from the 
teachers either increased contributions 
or else decreasing the benefits, but the 
difficulty I have is one that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer did not clear up, 
and that is the question of the use 
of the fee grant for the purpose of 
strengthening the pension fund. Ad- 
mitting that it ought to be made solvent, 
it appears to me that it was not right 
to take up the arrears of fee grant which 
were due to the teachers as part of their 
salary, and appropriate that for the pen- 
sion fund. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, I notice, did touch upon it with 
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one or two phrases, and had shown that 
he had appreciated the discontent of 
the teachers with regard to this one 
feature of their case. I understand that 
the fee-grant, after certain charges have 
been made, ought to be paid to the Irish 
teachers in proportion to the average 
attendance in the schools. Some of the 
schools could, therefore, look forward to 
receiving a fairly large sum from the fee- 
grant. They have never received 
that sum, for it was taken and used for 
strengthening the pension fund, and they 
will not reap from the pension fund the 
benefits equal in amount to that which 
they would have received had they taken 
this fee grant. I understand it is admitted 
by the Treasury that in the calculation for 
three years there was an error, and that 
error was made good by Parliament 
voting for this purpose a round sum of 
money. The teachers, I think, in justice, 
after the error was discovered, contended 
that they were entitled to receive that 
money, in addition to their present 
salaries,and they ought to have received it. 
No doubt there is a desire to strengthen 
the pension fund. But it ought to be 
done in andther manner. Certainly this 
money which they can claim as part of 
their salaries, and within their fee grant, 
ought not to have been diverted into the 


pension fund, because between man 
and man it is a_ subject’ which 
creates great irritation. While one 
man will take a large amount in 
fee grant, another man will receive a 


smal] amount. So that one man will 
lose, and another will gain. If the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will consider the 
position, I cannot help thinking that he 
will see the justice of the case can only 
be met by asking Parliament to make a 
further grant equal in calculation to a 
grant of three years, and make that in 
addition to the current salaries of the 
Trish teachers. I quite agree that it is 
most essential that a teacher at the end 
of his days should have some provision 
to fall back upon. It is a false policy 
altogether to allow the fund to become 
insolvent. The contributions must be 
increased. At the present moment they 
have an idea, and it is well founded, that 
the fund was insolvent, and might 
be improved ; but the proper method of 
improving it was not adopted. It was 
no reply to the argument to say that the 


Mr. Gray. 
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pension of one person should be increased 
to the loss of somebody else. I cannot 
see how the grievance can be redressed 
except by a grant to Ireland of a sum 
necessary to meet the claim under tne 
fee grant. I know myself from a number 
of individuals that teachers in the north 
of Ireland have to some extent been 
unjustly treated. They hold this opinion, 
rightly or wrongly. If they are holding 
the opinion rightly, then let us redress 
their grievance at once. It is all in the 
direction which tends to bring about the 
good relationship which ought to be be- 
tween Great Britain and Ireland. It is 
in the power of the Committee, and I 
hope they will see to it, to remove the 
feeling of discontent which is shared by 
every teacher from the north of Ireland 
to the south; and the feeling is intensi- 
fied with the teachers of the National 
schools that the share of the aid grant 
due to the monastic schools has been 
paid over, not to the teachers. but to the 
representatives of those schocls. There 
again the National teachers say they 
have been hardly dealt with. If the con- 
vent schools have had their way as to 
the aid grant, the National teachers 
should have had meted out to them tha 
same treatment. I am not prepared to 
argue as to the grievance relating te the 
Pension Act. My own belief is that the 
words of the Act are sufficiently clear. 
If the contributions do not meet the 
necessities of the case, the contributions 
must be increased; and if it be indis- 
pensable that the teachers themselves 
must bear a portion of the contributions, 
they must do so. The lesson has got to 
be learned, but I think the difficulty is 
gradually being grasped, and the subse- 
quent strengthening of the fund is fully 
realised by the Irish teachers. If British 
statesmanship and British friendship can 
now take a step to redress this wrong 
and pay over to them the share of the 
fee grant for these three years, I repeat 
the Treasury and British Government 
will secure the gratitude of the teachers 
who are able to secure for the Unionist 
Government the esteem of the children 
committed to their charge. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) - 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, as f 
understand it, Sir, has made two offers, 
and one seems to me to be of more im- 
portance than the other. In the first 
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place, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
offers to guarantee, or he will make 
good to the extent of three-fourths, all 
demands made upon the teachers’ pen- 
sion fund. That is an offer of great im- 
portance, and one which I think we 
ought to have fully defined. For instance, 
by these rules which have just been 
made by the Treasury, the pensions are 
cut down. It is not merely the contri- 
butions of the teachers, but the pensions 
are, in many cases, cut down. It is not 
any guarantee of certain sums being 
realised that you are able to cut them 
down when you please; and I think you 
ought to understand, if the Treasury is 
to give this guarantee, it must be 
a guarantee that the pensions will 
ba paid from time to time in ac 
cordance with the contracts with 
the teachers. Otherwise the contracts 
are of no use. If I might make myself 
a little plainer: men might be paying 
for their contributions year after year, 
expecting to get the maximum pension, 
and be under the impression that it 
could not be altered. That has been 
the actual impression which has been 
conveyed in the letters which have been 
exchanged between them and the De- 
partment when they first contracted. But 
suddenly these men find they will never 
get the maximum pension, and that the 
so-called maximum, when they do get it, 
is something less than that mentioned 
in the contract. If I understand the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer rightly, the 
proposal is to cut down the amount of 
pension to be paid to the teachers. If 
that is so, where does the benefit come 
in? 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: It is within the power of 
the Lord Lieutenant and Treasury to 
alter the rules. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: That is where the 
difficulty comes in. From my point of view 
I think it is a most extraordinary thing 
that the teachers should have the full 
assurance that after a certain age they 
will have this provision, and then not 
get it because there is no doubt that in 
teaching work men get past it at a cer- 
tain age, and are not able to go on. I 
do not think there is any employment in 
any country so uncertain in regard to 
superannuation as that of the British 





{15 Jury 1898} 











Supply. 1258 


teacher. We find that all the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer says is that they 
guarantee three-fourths of a certain pay- 
ment; but the Lord Lieutenant has 
power to cut it down, with the consent 
of the Treasury. If this guarantee is to 
be put on a satisfactory basis, we must 
have an Amendment of the Act. Look- 
ing at the Act itself, I do not think the 
teachers have a legal remedy. But I 
have never been willing to take that 
view. I think on the letters exchanged 
between the Board and the teachers thera 
might be a case sufficient to constitute 
a contract. Because, I take it, that it 
might be possible under the Act for the 
teachers to render themselves liable to 
provide certain sums, even although the 
rule might be changed from time to time. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER was understood to say that 
by his proposal there would be a con- 
siderable Vote every year. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: But it still leaves 
the matter very uncertain. We ought to 
let these men know for the future that 
if they have to pay their fixed propor- 
tion of one-fourth, the Treasury will pay 
the other three-fourths. If we get that 
assurance, we shall be satisfied. I ven- 
ture to hope, Sir, that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will be able to give us his 
assistance to put this business, once 
and for all, on a satisfactory footing. 

sut I would like to see legislation which 
would fix the liability of the Treasury 
to contribute three-fourths to that pen- 
sion fund. That, I understand, is really 
what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
means to do, and if that is his inten- 
tion I think it ought to be made so 
clear that there could not be anv dis- 
pute in the future. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has not quite fully stated 
the payments into the pension fvnd. 
In the vear 1891 a sum of £90,990 
would have gone to the Irish teachers 
if the equivalent amount in England 
had been applied to Ireland under the 
pension fund, and this would have gons 
a long way towards the £200,000 which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said the 
teachers had underpaid to the fund; it 
would have left less than £20,000 short. 
There is another point of view that I 
never exactly understood, and that is 
what would be the extra amount which 
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would go into the exchequer of the 
teachers if the scale of contributions had 
not been raised, and I think it would be 
most desirable before this question is 
settled that we should know what sum 
would really be necessary in order to 
secure these pensions to existing teachers 
on a sound vasis. I always thought i+ 
would be quite fair to raise the rate 
again to what it was before 1895. If 
we take it on that basis, when the rate 
of contributions was as prescribed by 
the Act itself, I think we ought to have 
further information, not only for  our- 
selves but for the information of the 
teachers, to enable a final decision to be 
come to. It would be a much smaller, 
amount than the sum of £1,300,000 men- 
tioned by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. Then there is another thing: 1 
understand there is going to be the 
superannuation of teachers in England 
and Scotland in some form or another 
—a Bill has even been promised this 
Session. Well, I suppose that means 
a contribution from the Treasury to the 
teachers of England and Scotland, and 
before we know whether we are making 
a good bargain for Ireland or not we 
ought to know what England and Scot- 
land are going to get. If we knew 
that it would be a means to bring about 
a final conclusion. I think the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will see that 
on that point he has the advantage 9 
us, because he knows something which 
we cannot possibly know. The general 
position is this: there is not the slightest 
doubt that there has been a Treasury 
muddle ; it is an unkind thing, perhaps, 
to say, but the Treasury made caleula- 
tions upon which an Act was passed. 
The Treasury has always kept control 
of the Office of National Debt Commis- 
sioners, where this actuarial estimate 
was made, but, as a matter of fact, the 
Commissioners of National Education, 
if they want to know anything of the 
pension fund, send over to the office in 
Dublin under Treasury control, and they 
have not been able to get information. 
The two departments are distinct, ond 
the pension fund is kept under the con. 
trol of those who have nothing to do 
with the National Board, and they have 
now got into a mess which would not 
do credit to a friendly society. That 
being so, I think we have even a legal 
and substantial political claim against 
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the Treasury. One thing we ex 
pect from the Treasury is arith- 
metic, and in that they have 


been deficient. I think there is a strong 
case made out on general grounds for 
paying back these arrears to the teachers, 
as we suggested. I do not think there 
is any use in heckling over this £20,000 
in order to put the pension fund on such 
a basis that we cannot have a repeti- 
tion of these mistakes. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast,W.): 
I am sure it would be a very great con- 
venience to us in forming our opinions 
if the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of she Exchequer would, before 
the Debate closes, formulate even more 
precisely than he has done the precise 
way in which this money shall be given 
out. With regard to the Treasury 
guarantee of three-fourths, I quite appre- 
ciate the point of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Derry, and I think it is impos- 
sible; neither do I think the right 
honourable Gentleman is quite accurate. 
But nobody has the slightest ground for 
doubt that, the contract having been 
entered into between Parliament and 
the individual, the pensions will be 
granted in full. Some undertaking 
should be given to ‘the teachers, and 
supplying three-fourths of the pension 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
contemplates receiving will be a guarantee 


by the Treasury. It is a very great 
point. A further point is this: I think 


I understand the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to suggest that a further sum 
of £90,000 might be asked for from this 
House. Now he spoke of the calcula- 
tions of the Treasury 


*THe CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER: By the National Education 
Board. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : And he said 
that these contemplations are practically 
complete. Is it contemplated that a sum 
will be paid to the teachers who would 
not receive the fee grant, or is it to be 
confined to the fund for the benefit of 
the insured? 





*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: TI calculated, on the basis 
I suggested, between £70,000 and 
£76,000 would be paid in cash to the 
teachers who are entitled to it by the 











—“——_ S— a = 











1261 Supply. 


calculation of the National Board; the 


remainder would go to increase the pen- 
sion fund. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That being 
so, it would be well if this payment would 
be paid out early. Although it seems a 
small matter to the Treasury, I think 
it is a very important matter to the 
interested parties, and I can assure the 
right honourable Gentleman from what 
I know of it that if a decision could be 
come to and action taken early that he 
would very much enhance the value of 
the concession. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I do not 
desire to offer any lengthened observa- 
tion, but, Sir, I was struck by ne obser- 
vation of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. He said, or gave it to be under- 
stood, that the teachers under a scheme 
of this kind could hardly be said to have 
a legal claim; but surely the National 
teachers are invited to enter into this 
pension scheme, but they have no power 
in the selection of the appointments. 
You have the Treasury and the National 
Commissioners coming together and in- 
viting the teachers to subscribe to the 
fund; they get a sum of £1,300,000 to 
start the fund, and surely if the teachers 
have not a legal claim they have at any 
rate a moral claim. With regard to this 
whole matter I have taken the trouble 


to read the report of the Committee 
appointed last year, and from it I 
find that the teachers apparently 
have even a stronger claim than the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer will allow. 
It was the intention of the Act of 1879, 
but was not indeed stated expressly 
therein. But if the National teachers’ 
executive should see their way in the 
future to get legal advice, and to test 
this matter, as has been suggested by 
the honourable and learned Member for 
North Louth, in a court of law, I fancy 
that these words certainly will strengthen 
them very much, because here we have 
experts, reporting on the whole matter, 
who lay it down that the intention of 
the Act of 1879 was a contribution cf 


one-fourth, but that it was not 
stated expressly therein. I think that 
is a very remarkable point for the 
teachers, and that it strengthens 
the case for the teachers very 
much. But there is another point 
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on which they feel very much. They say 
under these new rules they are to contri- 
bute one-fourth ; but, Sir, simultaneously 
with that the amount of pension to which 
they are entitled is to be considerably 
reduced, because we find that a man who, 
after 40 years of service, now, under the 
old system, would be entitled to a pen- 
sion of £88, cannot under the new rules 
receive more than £60; a female, who 
would receive £63 under the former 
rules, finds the sum she is entitled to 
receive is now reduced to £47. You have 
two things in operation. You have, first 
of all, the increased contribution from 
the teachers; and, secondly, you hase 
the pensions very considerably reduced. 
Now, under circumstances of that kind, 
Mr. Lowther, it is not unnatural to expect 
that these teachers should feel very con- 
siderable dissatisfaction at the whole 
arrangement, and that they should ask 
the Irish Members to express that dis- 
satisfaction as forcibly as they possibly 
can. Now, Mr. Lowther, it is not for me 
to say whether the proposal made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 
favourable to the Irish teachers or not, 
but, as the honourable Member for Lon- 
donderry pointed out, no offer can be 
satisfactory which does not carry finality. 
Are the teachers under the new scheme 
—even though the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer makes this offer—are the 
teachers in the future liable to the same 
risk, to have the contributions. still 
further increased, and have the amount 
to which they are entitled still further 
reduced! Because there has been no 
guarantee given by the right honourable 
Gentleman so far. And, if a mis- 
take was made in 1879 with regard to 
the scheme, if the mistake was stereo- 
typed and continued in 1885, only 13 
years ago, what guarantee have these 
men that the mistake will not be con- 
tinued, and that still further demands may 
not be made upon them! I think, Mr. 
Lowther, there is another element of 
injustice in the whole matter. It is this. 
If the new rules applied to the new 
teachers entering the service, and were 
part of the new system, it could not he 
said to be unfair ;, but the new rules are 
to be applied to the men who, rightly 
or wrongly, thought they were entitled 
to other conditions, who have been for 
many years in the service, and who 
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thought the deficiency was to be made 
good from a fund to which they thought 
they were entitled. Suppose there were 
no pension fund in existence at all, 
would, or would not, the teachers be 
entitled to this £95,000? Of course they 
would. It is the equivalent grant. And, 
Mr. Lowther, I would ask the attention 
of the right honourable Gentleman to 
another point. He complained at the 
very opening of his remarks of the impos- 
sible and extraordinary arrangement 
made a few years ago, in 1890-91, with 
regard to the equivalent grant. He pro- 
poses to substitute for it the grant of 
10s. a child for average attendance. Yes, 
but, Mr. Lowther, here is the strange 
thing. The Chancellor of the Exchequcr 
is the right honourable Gentleman of 
to-day ; a few years ago it was the right 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, but the Treasury to the 
Irish National teacher is the Treasury of 
the time. It is the same entity, the same 
thing. If the Treasury in 1892 comes 
down and makes an equivalent grant, and 
then comes down four, five, or six years 
later, and says, “ No, it is an impossible 
arrangement, we will now have a basis 
of 10s. a child for average attendance,” 
I say all these things naturally cause 
anxiety, give rise to suspicion and dis- 
trust in the minds of the teachers in 
Ireland, and therefore it is not to be 
wondered at that they should have 
expressed their dissatisfaction in Ireland, 
and by deputations to the House, so per- 
sistently as they have done. It is not for 
me to pronounce upon the offer which 
has been made by the right honourable 
Gentleman, or rather indicated; but I 
am persuaded that if the offer could he 
made, an offer that could be said to 
carry with it the elements of finality, 
then the teachers would be in a much 
better position to say whether they would 
be agreeable to subscribe to the new 
rules. There is one other matter to 


which I wish to ask the attention of the | 


Chief Secretary himself, and that is with 
revard tothe system of assistant teachers. 
As the right honourable Gentfeman 
knows, I have made it my duty on several 
occasions to question with regard to the 
negotiations between the Commissioners 
of National Education and the Treasury 
with regard to this question of the 
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assistant teachers. I questioned him a 
few days ago. He was not able to give 
a final answer, but trusted in a short 
time the matter would be arranged satis- 
factorily. The right honourable Gentle 
man has already been Chief Secretary 
long enough to know that, unfortunately, 
owing to the diminishing population, 
school attendance in Ireland is not 
increasing as it is elsewhere in Great 
Britain ; and it is very difficult in many 
schools in Ireland, especially in the rural 
districts, to secure an average attendance 
of 70, which justifies the appointment 
and payment of an assistant teacher. 
The Commissioners have over and over 
again proposed that the average 
attendance to qualify for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant teacher should be 
reduced to 60. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It has been 


done. 


Mr. FLYNN: It has been done! I 
am very glad to hear that. There is one 
other point with regard to assistant 
teachers, and it is this, that they seem 
to be tied up in a set of cast-iron rules 
by the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation, and certainly do not receive in 
other respects that fair treatment to 
which, as instructors, they are entitled. 
I believe they amount to more than one- 
fourth—-taking men and women—more 
than one-fourth of the entire teaching 
staff of Ireland. But, Sir, I understand 
that with regard to promotion they have 
very grave cause indeed for dissatisfac- 
tion. No matter how severe an examina- 
tion they pass, they are not entitled to 
the superior classification which they 








reach, but are kept for many years 
| —no matter how brilliant or clever they 
may be—they are kept for many years 
| on the old low scale of remuneration, and 
}are often unable to obtain the increased 
| remuneration which they ought in equity 
| to receive. And I understand that it 
| very frequently happens that class moni- 
tors and young people are actually 
brought from training schools and made 
principals of schools over the heads of 
assistant teachers who have proved them- 
selves fully qualified, and who have, of 
course, very much greater experience than 
the others. I am sure the teachers would 
be grateful if the right honourable 
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Gentleman the Chief Secretary would 
represent this view of the case of the 
ussistant teachers to the Commissioners 
of National Education with the hope that 
their position may be improved, their 
cause for dissatisfaction removed alto- 
gether, and that an incentive may be 
opened to them that by intelligence, by 
study and attention to their duties they 
may expect that reward which all those 
who serve the State—and none in more 
admirable way than those who instruct 
the young—should receive for work pro- 
perly and efficiently done. 


Mr. DALY: Sir, I wish to draw atten- 
tion to the unanimity that exists among 
Members who sit upon both sides of the 
House upon this question. This matter, 
Mr. Lowther, has been discussed for the 
past two and a half years, and to my 
mind I think it is time that the Treasury 
paid over the money, which it cannot be 
denied the Irish teachers are deserving 
of. Suppose a man in the country owed 
the Government a debt, and some 
accountants in the Government offices 
neglected to bring forward that debt at 
the proper time, and afterwards the 
Government found it out, is there any 
man so foolish as to think that the 
Government would not sue the man who 
escaped at the first for the amount which 
was found to be justly due! This is, to 
my mind, what the Government are doing. 
They gave an excuse for the last two 
years, that there was some mistake with 
regard to the clerks in the offices; and 
for that reason the Irish teachers are to 
be done out of a sum of £95,000. Well, if 
this is the case, which I think it is, Mr. 
Lowther, it is very mean on the part 
of the Government to endeavour to 
defraud a class that is highly deserving of 
this money, who earned it, and who to 
my mind should get it. The Irish Mem- 
bers, while they come here and put 
forward the case for the Irish teachers, 
are not begging at all for this 
money. This is Irish money, Mr. 
Lowther, and it cannot be denied. Even 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer stated that 
this pension fund was formed in the first 
instance from money taken from the Irish 
Church Fund. We in Ireland scarcely 
ever get a penny from this House except 
it has been taken from some Irish source. 
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The right honourable Gentleman objects to 
that, but at the same time, to my mind, 
I am quite clear that not a penny of 
money ever goes to Ireland except it is 
extracted from some body or some indi- 
viduals in Ireland. Now, it is quite true 
that the Government on this occasion 
have taken the large sum of £95,000 
from the Irish Teachers’ Fund. Some of 
the Irish teachers joined 30 or 40 years 
ago, and those teachers joined under cer- 
tain terms, and almost when they were 
on the eve of retiring the Government 
steps in and savs, “ You must agree to 
certain other rules.” Now, take it that 
a man insured his life in his early days, 
and as long as he was young and had a 
good life the insurance company kept 
him on their books without any objec- 
tion, but the moment it came up to the 
time he was leaving this world the 
insurance office stepped in and said, “ Oh, 
you are becoming dangerous ; you must 
pay a greater sum to keep the office 
safe.” This is the attitude the Govern- 
ment have taken, and I think it is rather 
a petty, miserable attitude for the 
Government to take. It is admitted upon 
both sides of this House—whether 
among Nationalist or Unionist Members 
—that this sum of money is due to the 
Irish teachers. On other occasions the 
Government have got on by saying that 
the Irish Members were not united on 
the subject; and as long as they had 
them separated they had always a 
peg to hang their argument on and 
not to give the money. On this 
occasion, Mr. Lowther, the Members 
on both sides of the House think 
that the Irish people should get this 
money that has been justly earned, and 
that the young men who have not joined 
the service should not get the benefit of 
what has been earned by men who have 
been years and years in the service; 
because, efter all, paying over this 
money and transferring it to a pension 
fund means that men who have not yet 
joined the service are going to benefit 
from the men who have got old in the 
service of the National teachers in Ire- 
land. With regard to the assistant 
teachers, it is a most remarkable thing 
how assistant teachers are treated iu 
Ireland. No matter how well a young 
man studies, or supposing he gets a first 
class, so long as he is teaching under 
3A 2 
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another teacher, he only gets third-class 
pay. I want to show how the Govern- 
ment treat model schools in Ireland 
compared with how National schools are 
treated. The model schools are for a 
select few, and for that reason the 
Government treat the teachers in model 
schools differently from the teachers in 
National schools. The assistant teachers 
in National schools have to do the same 
work as those in model schools, who get 
higher salaries. It may astonish the 
House when I say that assistant teachers 
in model schools get £80 a year, whilst 
in National schools they only get £35 
a year. Now, Mr. Lowther, I do not see 
how any Government can say that they 
are acting fairly, when they give to assis- 
tant teachers in model schools, simply 
because they have the pleasure of teach- 
ine a select few, higher salaries than 
those teach the many, and _ the 
majority of the Irish peovle, who are 
to be cut off with less than half the 
salaries of teachers in the model schools. 
Mr. Lowther, there is scarcely a branch 
connected with the National teachers in 
Ireland who are so badly treated as these 
teachers are. The National teachers in 
any other Government department are 
supplied with paper, and ink, and pens, 
and almost everything else they want ; 
but it is not so with regard to the Irish 
National teachers, because in a great 
many instances, when maps, and black- 
board, and other utensils of the school 
are worn out, the teacher has, out of his 
own money, to take and replace those 
utensils and necessaries that are needed 
for the teaching of the voung people. 
And, Sir, if that teacher, at any time 
afterwards, wished to retire, it is a most 
remarkable thing that the teacher could 
not take those articles of furniture that 
he has supplied to the school, There is 
another matter I wish to impress upon 
the right honourable Gentleman, and I 
ask that he would pay attention to it, 
and it is this: when a teacher gets un- 
well, and wants leave of absence, what 
I consider is very bad in this case is that 
the school is not kept open, because 
ancther teacher is not got to keep ibe 
school going, and the result is that while 
the teacher gets his month off the chil- 
dren are allowed to roam where they like 
during that time. For the difference of 
a very small sum I think that the 
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Government should always keep « school 
open, and in a great many instances the 
teacher has to resume his teaching when 
he is not in a fit state. I would ask the 
right honourable Gentleman to consider 
this matter, because it is a very serious 
thing that children should be rambling 
about for a whole month while — the 
school is closed because the rich Govern- 
ment of England refuses to supply atuh- 
stitutes during the time these untortu- 
nate teachers are laid up. I would ack 
the right honourable Gentleman to con- 
sider these few matters which I have put 
before him, and I hope he will have no 
difficulty in handing over to the Irish 
teachers the money which has been so 
well earned by them and which 
justly their due, Irish Members are 
anxious that these teachers should have 
this money which they have earned, and 
it should not be handed over for the 
benefit of those who have not yet joined 
the schools. 


is so 


Mr. DILLON: This is probably the 
last occasion on which we shall be able 
to discuss this question for, perhaps, 
nearly a year. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made rather an important 
statement on this question in dispute 
between the Treasury and the teachers. 
It was, however, very vague, and it is 
extremely desirable that Ireland should 
know what really is in the mind of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I under- 
stood him to say that his mind ran 
towards settling the question on the 
lines of the original letter addressed to 
him by the teachers in November, 1897, 
since which a further correspondence 
took place between the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the teachers, in which 
some misunderstanding arose, and in 
which the teachers’ terms, whether rightly 
or wrongly, were altered for the worse 
against them. In the letter from Dublin 
dated 12th of January, 1898, they break 
off further correspondence, on _ the 
ground, as alleged in that letter, that 
the terms referred to in the letter of 
the 29th of July were changed for the 
worse. Now, Sir, I still adhere to the 
view that the £95,000 ought to be paid 
to the teachers, and that the whole ques- 
tion of the pension grant ought to be re- 
ferred for settlement as a _ separate 
matter. That is a view which I strongly 
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take in regard to this matter, and the 
first thing to be settled is whether or 
not this money should be paid and the 
pension matter referred to a future 
date. I would suggest to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he would do well 
to take some means of letting the public 
know definitely what are his ideas on 
this matter. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or true EXCHE- 
(JUER: I have expressed that over and 
over again, and I can do no more. 


Mr. DILLOw: But there is not a 
single Member on these benches who 
understands the present position, or 
knows what the right honourable Gentle- 
man means. I think every Member of 
the House will agree that it is a very 
unsatisfactory way to leave a thing in 
the condition in which he has left it to- 
day, and what I will venture to suggest 
is that we should have some definite 
statement of what the Government are 
prepared to do. What I desire to have 
is some definite statement of the terms 
alluded to in the second speech made 
by the right honourable Gentleman, so 
that we and the teachers for whom we 
speak would be in a position to consider 
the matter. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER: I have endeavoured to explain 
myself as clearly as I can, and if honour- 
able Members do not understand me it 
must be my fault. What I have said is, 
that throughout, from the very com- 
mencement of the pension scheme, and, 
indeed, in the communications which 
took place between myself and the 
teachers before the Act was drafted, it 
was understood that the basis should be 
a contribution of one-fourth by the 
teachers and three-fourths from some 
other source. At the origin of the fund 
those three-fourths were intended to be 
taken from the £1,300,000 from the 
Church Surplus Fund ; but, that having 
proved insufficient, the teachers must 
find one-fourth of the necessary amount, 
and I undertake, on behalf of the 
Government, that the remaining three- 
fourths shall be made up by the Treasury 
and the existing pension fund. 


Mr. DILLON: On the old scale or 
the new? 
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*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: On the scale under the new 
rules. Then, with regard to what is 
called the arrears grant, I have sug- 
gested that I should be willing for the 
whole matter to be settled by a Vote 
by Parliament of a sum of £95,400, «of 
which from £70,000 to £76,000 should 
be paid by the National Board of Edu- 
cation to the teachers, on the basis of 
calculation they have made; and that 
the balance, which should not exceed 25 
per cent. of the total sum found to be 
due by that calculation, should be de- 
voted to the further augmentation of the 
pension fund. Those are the two pro- 
posals. ‘They are perfectly clear. If 
they are accepted, I will carry them out ; 
if they are not accepted, I shall remain 
where I am, without any intention of 
taking steps to make any further 
proposals. 


*Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): My 
honourable Friend has spoken about the 
teachers’ pension fund, and also about 
the case of the assistant teachers, and I 
do not think that anything can be added 
to what has been said on the matter, 
and so I propose to raise a new point, I 
may be permitted to express my satis- 
faction that the Chief Secretary bas been 
able to reduce the average attendance 
in National Schools, and to enable 
an assistant teacher to be employed 
where a school can show gn average 
attendance of 60 children. That is 
an important point, both as regards 
the teachers and the well-being of the 
schools. Now, Mr. Lowther, I have a 
complaint to make about the arrange 
ments of the votes for the Science and Art 
Department. There «re several matters 
contained in the question of educa- 
tion in Ireland which are not put 
down under the Irish Education Vote, 
and I am glad that the honourable 
Baronet who represents the Science and 
Art Department is present. I hope that he 
will reply to the complaint I am about to 
make. I think that all matters relating 
to education in Ireland ought to be 
under one head, so that when Irish 
Members come to discuss Irish education 
they can deal with the matter all at 
once. Under the new Rules of the 
House relative to Supply, we have 
one Vote put down one day and 
another Vote put down another day, 
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and the result of this new Rule 
is that a great number of very im- 
portant Votes never are discussed at all. 
There is a Vote of enormous impor- 
tance to Ireland—that is, the Vote for the 
Science and Art Department—and that 
Vote, under the existing Rules, cannot 
be discussed at this stage. Now, Sir, if 
the Committee will look at the Scottish 
Estimates, they will see that there is 
some justification for my complaint, be- 
cause on page 378 of these Votes. there 
are set down the Science and Art ex- 
penses in Scotland, but there is no simi- 
lar item set down in the Irish Votes, 


and the result of that is that we 
are unable to discuss the Science 
and Art grants in the case of Ire- 
land, unless we do it upon a rather 


incomprehensible item on page 388 of 


these Votes — namely, that of the 
teachers of music in model schools, or 
the teachers of drawing in model 


schools in Ireland. These particular 
portions of the salaries of these teachers 
come under the Science and Art Votes, 
and, Sir, I do hope that what I have said 


may induce the Government to consider 
this matter and to allow the Science 
and Art items for Ireland to be 
put down in the Votes for Irish 
education. So that they may be 
discussed upon them. Otherwise, 
Sir, I do not see a way out of 


the difficulty, except you give us a sepa- 
rate grant for science and art, which 
shall be independent of the Science and 
Art Institution at South Kensington. I 
do not think there is the least use in 
Irish Members coming here and endea- 
vouring to discuss Irish Estimates, and 
ventilate Irish grievances, when we are 
precluded by the regulations of the House 
from efficiently discharging those duties. 
Sir, there is another item in this educa- 
tion of Ireland. Therefore, in view oi 
to the Committee the peculiar position in 
which we are placed. We cannot discuss 
the science and art question under this 
Vote, but we can discuss the question of 
technical education. Why should we not 
be able to discuss them both together? 
I propose to say something upon the 
question of technical education in Ire 
land. To all intents and purposes the 
only form of technical education in Ire 


land is agricultural education. The Com- 
missioners of National Education in 


Ireland are also entrusted with the super- 
Sir T. Esmonde. 
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vision of certain other forms of technical 
education, but only to a very limited 
extent. Sir, I say practically the only 
technical education that we have in Ire- 
land is agricultural education, and of that 
we have not education enough. We have 
only a limited number of model schools 
in Ireland which cater for the agricultural 
education of the Irish people, and that 
number is notoriously insufficient. We 
cought to have in every Irish county a 
technical school, and that technical school 
ought to teach agriculture, as well as 
other forms of technical education. The 
position of Ireland in this respect is most 
extraordinary. Ireland is an agricultura! 
country, and if we had an Irish Parlia- 
ment, the first thing it would do would 
be to provide for the people a proper 
system of technical education; but the 
present Government, which is opposed tu 
Home Rule, is bound by its professional 
to take the place of a Home Rule 
Parliament, and in this connection is 
bound to that the Irish people 
are technically instructed. Take the 
case of Denmark. Denmark is not 
a rich country, but a few years ago 
the Danish Government took the trouble 
to teach the Danish people the most 
improved methods of farming, with the 
result that to-day Denmark is one of the 
first countries in Europe in this particu- 
lar industry, whereas Ireland—a country 
far better qualified naturally—is the 
last. Sir, the amount of money 
expended in Ireland in technical educa- 
tion is ludicrously insufficient. I hold in 
my hand an instructive map, which shows 
the relative amounts of money spent in 
various portions of the United Kingdom 
in connection with technical education, 
and the Committee will perhaps allow 
me to give ene or two of the figures. 1L 
will take the case of Scotland first, 
because not long since I heard a Scotch 
Member declare, in the course of a De 
bate, that Scotland received no grants for 
technical education. Well, Sir, I find 
that in the Orkney Islands there is 2d. 
per head of the population paid for tech- 
nical education. I find, coming down to 
Aberdeenshire, that there is 5d. per head 
of the population; in Perthshire there 
is 74d.; in Berwickshire 8d.; and in 
Dumfries 7d. So much for Scotland. 
Coming to England, I find in Westmore- 
land there is 9d. per head of the popu- 
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lation; in Lancashire, 7$d.; Yorkshire, 
64d.; Cheshire, 8d.; Derbyshire, 9d. ; 
‘Shropshire, 8d.; Warwickshire, 83d. ; 
Norfolk, 8d.; Huntingdon, 10d.; Here- 
fordshire, 93d. ; Buckinghamshire, 10d. ; 
Kent, 74d. ; Hampshire, 9d. ; Dorsetshire, 
&83d.; Somersetshire, 9d.; Wiltshire, 
103d. ; Carnarvonshire, 7$d. ; Monmouth- 
shire, 5d. ; Glamorgan 7d. ; Radnorshire, 
53d. Now I turn to the case of Ireland. 
In Ireland I find that the county which 
has the highest amount is Dublin, which 
gets 6d. per head. The next highest is 
the county of Cork, which gets 24d. per 
head; Waterford gets 1d. Kerry }d., 
Rescommon  one-twenty-fourth of a 
penny, Donegal one-fortieth of a penny ; 
and there are a number of other counties 
getting nothing at all, That shows how 
we are treated in comparison with Eng- 
iand and Wales in this matter. Now, Sir, 
the Chief Secretary asked me whether 
there was any contribution made to the 
grant for technical education by the local 
authorities in England and Scotland. Yes, 
there is. As in Ireland, a contribution 
is made by the Imperial Exchequer 
equal to the amount which is given 
by the local authorities. But the 
people of Donegal, Kerry, Clare, and 
the other poor counties in Ireland, 
cannot contribute out of their rates 
in competition with Middlesex, Wilt- 
shire, Aberdeenshire, and other rich 
counties in England and Wales; it is 
absolutely beyond their power. The idea 
o* asking. a county or an urban district 
in the west of Ireland which has to pay 
county taxes, and which has to contribute 
towards the relief of distress, to compete 
with the ratepayers of Middlesex, Wilt- 
shire, Glamorganshire, Carnarvonshire, or 
similar districts, is perfectly ludicrous. 
It is beyond their capacity to do so. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The grants 
to which the right honourable Gentleman 
refers are in almost every case derived 
from local sources. Where the money 
comes originally from the Treasury the 
local authorities are allowed to spend it 
in any way they lke. 


*Srr T. ESMONDE: I have no doubt 


that that is so, but the Committee must 
not forget that £750,000 in round num- 
bers is granted every year from the 
Treasury to local authorities in England 
from the beer duties, while no corres- 
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ponding grant is made to Ireland. I 
hope that next year we shall be 
in a position to congratulate the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland on having met 
our wishes in this direction, without 
putting the House to the necessity of a 
long Debate. There is one other point 
to which I wish to refer in connection 
with technical education in freland. The 
evening schools in Ireland are, I fancy, to 
a considerable extent, under the control 
of the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion, because the Commissioners of 
National Education make rules for the 
guidance of the teachers. Now, Sir, 
there is one rule to which I should like 
to call the attention of the Chief Secre- 
tary. Rule 198 provides that the 
teacher’s salary shall be £1 for each 
month during which the school is cpen, 
and there must be an average monthly 
attendance of not less than 25 bond fide 
evening school pupils, which, of course, 
does not mean day school pupiis. It is 
further provided that the results paid for 
are reading, spelling, writing, arithmetic, 
book-keeping, and the ordinary branches 
of education only; that not more than 
two extra branches will be taught by the 
teachers and that when the payment is 
made for these two extra branches 
no fees will be paid for the ordinary 
branches, in respect of the same pupil. 
Now, Mr. Lowther, that does seem to 
me to be a very injurious regulation. 
It seems to me that if evening school 


are to be encouraged some modifica- 
tions should be made. I have heard 
enough from the right honourable 


Gentleman the Chief Secretary to lead me 
to hope that he will take up this matter 
as early as possible. I am not able to 
raise the question of science and art upon 
this Vote, and have only been able to 
refer to it by, as it were, a side wind; 
but now the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary has leisure, I hope 
that he will be able to devote his ener- 
gies to considering the question of science 
and art. I am sure that if he will endea- 
vour to make this branch of local educa- 
tion an Irish Department, regulated 
by rules and reguletions to suit the 
true requirements of the Irish people, he 
will have the assistance of all Irishmen of 
every shade of opinion in bringing such 
a policy to a satisfactory conclusion, 
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*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I am very{| these colleges as serviceable as possible, 
glad my honourable Friend has drawn|but I think that the position of 


attention to the very paltry provision 
made in the interests of manual instruc- 
tion in Ireland. It is a great and grow- 
ing evil that this instruction should be 
stunted in this way. I sincerely hope 
that the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary will give the matter his 
sympathetic consideration between this 
and next Session. 
Gentleman has suggested a possible ex- 
planation of the small extent of technical 
education in Ireland in the fact that the 
local resources in Ireland are not tapped 
for this purpose as is the case in Great 
Britain. Well, it is cur misfortune and 
not our fault if we have a rich class of 
landlords in Ireland, who will not follow 
the example of their brethren in England, 
and will not help out of their great re 
sources to improve the technical education 
of the people of Ireland. Apart frem this, 
I complain that out of the annual Vote 
granted for the purpose of elementary 
education in Ireland there is much too 
small a ‘sum devoted to what I may call 
the interests of agricultural education in 
the country. For instance, the sum sei 
aside for the teaching of agriculture is, ] 
think, £12,000 a year, and most of that 
goes for the upkeep of afew model farms. 
Now, this is a very small sum out of the 
£1,250,000 which is expended in Ireland 
upon primary education, because it 1s 
well for the Committee to recollect tha: 
agriculture is the main source of employ- 
ment for fully seven-tenths of the popula- 
tion of Ireland. Therefore, in view of 
that fact, I contend that there ought to 
be a larger sum given out of the annual 
Education Vote for manual instruction in 
agriculture than the sum to which I have 
referred. It is a common saying, when 
Ireland is mentioned in this respect, that 
its agriculture is much behind that of 
England and many Continental countries. 
Well, of course, that is true, but the ex- 
planation, I think, is—and it is a 
sufficient explanation of the facts and 
figures that have been adduced by my 
honourable Friend—that there ought io 
be a great deal more attention paid to the 
importance of agricultural subjects in 
training colleges at the present time. I 
am sure the system of training was 


planned with the intention of making 





The right honourable | 


these colleges requires that there should 
|be constant attention given to the main 
‘industry of the country. I would also 
‘like to see more encouragement given to 
|school managers and teachers to teach 
our boys and girls in the elementary 
\schools more than they are now taught 
with reference to the industry which they 
are expected to follow when they leave 
‘school. I am sorry to say—and it is a 
|custom which has very disastrous results 
| to the interests of the country—that when 
‘our boys and girls leave school they are 
jalso anxious to leave Ireland. Now, I 
ithink that might be prevented if more 
‘inducements were given to school 
|managers and school teachers, who teach 
lin Irish schools, to make the subjects 
relating to the agricultural industries 
|more attractive to the children in their 
‘classes. This is a matter that has 
‘attracted a good deal of attention in 
|Germany and other countries, where it is 
jheld that the elementary instruction 
given in the schools of the country is 
100 mental and not sufficiently manual 
land technical, that the children of 
[tenant farmers are educated above the 
‘calling of their parents. I do not find 
ifault with the mental education of the 
‘Irish schools. I think our teachers fulfil 
their duty in that respect, but I would 
\like to see the elementary teaching in 
| Ireland made more practical in connection 
\with the main industry of the country ; 
so that when our boys and girls are 
educated there will be an inducement 
held out to them to improve the agricul- 
ture of Ireland, instead of their going 
away to other lands and giving them 
the fruits of the education which Ireland 
|has been put to the expense of giving to 
\them. I hope this matter, which is of a 
inon-party character, will receive the atten- 
tion and careful consideration of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, and I am sure I am only 
expressing what is in the minds of many 
honourable Gentlemen when I say that 
if more of the general taxation were used 
in making more practical and more 
technical the education of Ireland it 
would not be begrudged by this House 
of Commons, 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The discus- 
sion which has taken place has turned 
mainly upon the educational question, 
but other subjects have been touched 
upon. The honourable Member for East 
Mayo asked me what was my intention 
with regard to the model schools. As I 
daresay the honourable Member knows, 
the Committee of the National Education 
has the whole subject of the model schools 
under consideration. There are a good 
many other Members also connected with 
the Committee of Education, and thay 
have not been able to report upon the 
question ef model schools. Until they 
report, it is impossible for the Commis- 
sioners to make up their minds as to the 
line they will adopt. You have to con- 
sider the conclusions which have been 
arrived at by the National Board of Edu- 
cation. As to the Commission upon tech- 
nical education, that has reported, put 
it has not yet been considered by the 
National Board, and I myself have not 
given the matter the attention which I 
ain sure it deserves. I am glad to be 
able to repeat again that which I stated 
the first time to-day in answer to a ques- 
tion put to me—namely, that the pro- 
posal of the Commissioners that average 
attendances required entitling a school 
to assistance has been reduced to 60. 
We have had a great deal of correspon- 
dence upon this subject between the 
Education Commissioners, the Treasury, 
and the Irish Government, and I think it 
is now regarded as satisfactory by all 
parties. Now, some matters of compara- 
tively small importance were touched 
upon by some speakers, such as the 
salary of the teachers and the closing of 
the school when the teacher is ill. I 
might remind the Committee, with regard 
to those matters, I have no control what- 
ever. The position with regard to ele 
mentary education in Ireland is some 
what peculiar; I have no such power. 
I cannot exercise any authority over 
the National Commissioners of Edu- 
cation; all I can do is to suggest 
for their consideration the various 
points that may be raised by honour- 
able Members in this House. I 
am quite ready to bring before them the 
various points raised to-day, but it is not 
really in my power to enforce my views 
upon the subject. All I can do is to 
bring it before the Commissioners for 
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consideration. The important subjects >f 
science and art and technical education 
in Ireland were raised by the honourable: 
Baronet the Member for Kerry and the 
honourable Member for South Mayo. 
Broadly speaking, I sympathise to a large 
extent with the views expressed by those 
honourable Gentlemen. I am not in a 
position to give a pledge, but I may say 
that last year it was my intention to 
direct my attention to the questions of 
science and art and technical education 
in Ireland. Circumstances intervened 
which rendered it impossible for me to 
carry out the policy which I had in my 
mind then, but I earnestly trust that I 
may be able to take up this subject again, 
and bring the policy I have in view to 
a successful issue in the course of the 
next Session. It will give me the greatest 
satisfaction if I am able to carry out, on 
lines satisfactory to the House of Com- 
mons, a policy developing agriculture and 
promoting agricultural education, which 
has only been postponed by the higher 
claims of local government, 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman allow me to remind nim 
of the National cry? An urgent applica- 
tion has been made that the grant of 
£753 for teaching cookery may be in- 
creased to £1,200. That is a branch of 
education still wanted in many parts of 
Ireland, and I desire and I would ask the 
right honourable Gentleman to direct the 
Commissioners’ attention to this parti- 
cular department. 


Mr. GHRALD BALFOUR: I assure 
honourable Gentlemen that the Govern- 
ment have very little power except to 
bring the matter before the Commis- 
sioners of Education. 


Sir J. GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): It is impossible to put all the Votes 
relating to Irish education together, be- 
cause the science and art department is 
responsible for science and art teaching in 
Ireland, the expenses of which must be 
included in the Vote. It would be impos- 
sible to separate it. The responsibility 
for science and art has been taken over 
by the Scotch Office, so far as Scotland is 
concerned, and it is no longer under the 
Council of Education, and therefore is 
taken in the Scotch Educational Votes, 
but no change could be made so far as 
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Ireland is concerned until the Irish Office 
takes over the science and art department 
in the same way as the Scotch Office has 
done. 


Vote agreed to. 
Crass III. 


“ £79,341, to complete the sum for Irish 
Land Commission.” 


CoLone, SAUNDERSON(Armagh,N.) : 
I rise to move the reduction of this 
Vote by a sum of £5,000, in order to call 
the attention of the Committee to the 
action of the Land Commissioners in 
Treland. I need hardly remind the Com- 
mittee that ever since the year 1881, 
when the Land Bill was passed, and 
the Land Commission was created, various 
strong opinions have found expression in 
this House in connection with this 
matter. Naturally the landlord party 
give their opinions to those who represent 
them in this House, and draw attention 
to the action of the Land Commission in 
Treland in making a too great reduction 
in the rents. On the other hand, repre- 
sentatives of the tenents in this House 
find fault with the action of these gentle- 
men upon the ground that they did not 
reduce the rents sufficiently. That was 
the effect of it all along, and naturally this 
House felt very great difficulty in coming 
to a conclusion as to which was right of 
these two parties, and which of these 
statements really could be borne out by 
evidence. I think the House, in order to 
arrive at a just estimate of the effect of 
the administration of land in Ireland and 
the working of that Commission, took 
the only course which was available to 
find out the real truth of the question. 
They appointed last year a Commission to 
inquire into this, and had it not been for 
the fact that this Commission has re 
ported. I do not think I should upon the 
present occasion have taken up the time 
of the House, because I feel very naturally 
that, as one of the landlord party, my 
mind may be a little biased against 
these reductions of rent, which, of course, 
all landlords object to. I have never 
heard of a landlord, or seen one, who 
approved of his rents being lowered, or 
who, when they were lowered, did not 
think they were lowered too much. 


Mr. DILLON : I have met many. 
Sir J. Gorst. 
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Cotonsu SAUNDERSON: 1 never 
have, and I think those gentlemen must 
have had most philanthropic minds. 
Upon the other hand, I have never met 
a tenant who did not think, however 
much the rent was reduced, that it was not 
reduced enough. All we want is an un- 
biased opinion of the action of the Land 
Commissioners of Ireland. I am _ not 
going to approach that subject at all 
upon the question of reduction of rent. 
Isay I move this reduction because I look 
upon the administration of the land in 
Ireland by the Land Commissioners as 
unsatisfactory. 1 object to the machinery 
—I am not touching the question as to 
whether the rent is too much lowered or 
not—I want to point out that, according 
to the Report of the Commission which 
this House appointed to investigate this 
matter, it is conclusively proved, if you 


believe in the ability snd _ integrity 
of the gentlemen who formed the 
Commission, that the machinery by 
which this land legislation is car- 
ried on is absolutely unsatisfactory. 
The terms of reference cover the 
whole ground, and I think that this 
Report is also of considerable advantage 
in this way: it is absolutely impossible 


for the Scotch, Welsh, and English Mem- 
bers to wade through the Land Act to 
find out the position of the landlord in 
Ireland, and if they did read it they 
would not be much wiser ; but if anybody 
of common understanding reads the 
Report of the Fry Commission he will 
see it at a glance. He will know what 
it means to be an [Irish landlord or 
tenant; he will find that it is fair to 
the one and unfair to the other. First, 
let us see how that Commission is made 
up—the Committee must remember that 
these Commissioners carry out a most 
difficult and most invidious task, and in 
carrying out a task of that kind. I think 
you require that the men who carry it 
out should be above suspicion. This is 
the constitution of the 1881 Land Com- 
mission of Ireland. It is on page 9. 
There are &1 lay Assistant Commissioners, 
consisting of three classes—30 permanent 
officials of the Civil Service, 48 hold 
warrants which terminate up a the JIst 
of December, and are renewable from 
year to year, so long as work remains to 
be done, and there are three so-called 
supernumeraries appointed from year to 
year, and receiving £3 3s. a day for every 
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day’s work that they perform. With 
regard to the 30 permanent officials who 
dv the work in Ireland, I say they are 
the class of men and the persons whom 
we should like to see deal with the land. 
They are permanent officials in the Civil 
Service, and do not run any danger of 
being turned out of their position if the 
work ceases. Those men do not depend 
upon the amount of work to be done, 
they are not removable. That is the word 
which carries what I mean. I do not 
believe that other men are actuated by 
dishonourable motives, but it is impos- 
sible to conceive that a man who gets a 
considerable salary is not more influencea 
by the fact that if he does not do the 
work he will not get paid. With regard 
to the £3 3s. a day man, upon my word, I 
cannot conceive how it ever entered the 
head of a responsible Government to pay 
men £3 3s, a day for every day’s work 
they do, and then let them go scouting 
around the country, allowing them to 
reke up their £3 3s. out of the landlords 
and tenants of Ireland. That is an in- 
conceivable proposition, but so it is. I 
want to show the Committee for the 
moment how the difference between the 
landlord and the tenant arises. A land- 
lord and a tenant decide together to have 
a judicial rent—I am sorry to weary the 
Committee with these details, but they 
are absolutely necessary to understand 
the matter-—there are two courses open 
to them in which they may arrive at that 
rent: they can either go to the Civil Bill 
Court, in which case there is always an 
appeal, or they can elect to go into the 
Land Commission Court. What is the 
verdict of the Fry Commission on the 
Civil Bill Court!) The procedure in any 
ordinary court of justice is for the judge 
to hear the evidence first, and then give 
his judgment. That is not the course 
which is taken in the Civil Bill Court in 
Treland. What the Fry Commission says 
with regard to the Civi! Bill Court is this— 
it ison page 9— 


“Some of the judges endeavour to form an 
independent opinion as to the sum proper to be 
fixed, but the majority of them feel themselves 
incapable of so doing, and in the absence of 
any mistake they do nothing but adopt and 
register the finding of their valuer, whom they 
have sent, before the trial began, to report to 
the county court what the fair rent of the farm 
should be.” 
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He sits there as a sort of effigy for the 
benefit of fattening Irish lawyers and 
solicitors. These lawyers and solicitors 
call witnesses, and there is hard swearing 
on both sides. Naturally the tenant and 
the landlord spend a considerable amount 
of money in listening to these eloquent 
gentlemen who exist by fleecing them. 
What happens! The county court judge 
solemnly gives out the result, at which 
he had arrived before the trial ever com- 
menced, and which he had received from 
the valuer, whom he sent before the trial. 
1 want to know, can anyone conceive in 
any civilised country a method such as 
that, to establish what is called a fair 
rent, and to do justice between landlord 
and tenant! I cannot. If the parties do 
not go into the Civil Bill Court, they go 
before the Land Commissioners. The 
Land Commissioners hear the case, and 
if they are not satisfied they have a right 
to re-hear it all over again. The same 
decision is arrived at; and that is the 
method of doing justice to the Irish 
tenant and the Irish landlord. Now, the 
Frv Commission found out this fact, that 
it was a fatal thing to the good working 
of this Bill, as satisfying the require 
ments of the Irish tenants and land- 
lords, to have commissioners and court 
valuers arriving at these decisions, who 


“hold office for short periods, and are paid by 
the day; they are suspected of lowering the 
rents so as to keep the machine at work.” 


Those are the words of the Fry Com- 
mission. I do not wonder at it. Then the 
Fry Commissioners go on to say, dealing 
with the question of the fixing of the 
rents before the Sub-Commissioners— 


“they should be placed in a position of inde- 
pendence, and should, as far as possible, he 
lifted above the suspicions which surround 
them.” 


That shows that that is not the case at 
the present moment. If the landlord 
does not like the decision of the Sub- 
Commissioners, or of the Civil Bill 
Court, he has this Court of Appeal to 
which he can address himself. The Fry 
Commission deals clearly with that 
tribunal, and absolutely condemns as 
unjust the machinery and the working 
of it before the Sub-Commissioners, Then 
they go on to the head commissioners. 
They are raised over all the other 
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commissioners ; they get about five times 
the pay, and that is, of course, a great 
advantage. Of all men in Ireland who 
work for money, these commissioners 
have done the least work. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The honourable 
Member is not entitled to criticise the 
action of the Land Commissioners, 
because their salaries are not borne by 
this Vote—they are expressly put on the 
Consolidated Fund, so that no criticism 
should take place upon them or their 
decisions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8S.) : 
Only one of the Land Commissioners is a 
judicial commissioner, and I submit that 
one is perfectly in order in criticising 
the conduct of Mr. Commissioner 
Fitzgerald and the other commissioners 
who are not judicial commissioners. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The salaries of the 
judicial commissioners and the other 
commissioners are not borne by this Vote 
in order that they should be exempt from 
criticism. That is the reason why they 
were placed on the Consolidated Fund. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I was 
simply going to read to you from the 
Report of the Fry Commission on the 
subject of the machinery by which the 
rents are fixed in Ireland. I do not see 
how I can go on without that. I suppose 
I may be in order in criticising the 
valuers sent down by the commissioners. 
They were sent down by the commis- 
sioners themselves, and what the Fry 
Commission says about this court is not 
in the least uncomplimentary to the 
chief commissioners. But these are the 
facts of the case, and it is absolutely 
necessary that this House should know 
them in order to understand the position 
of affairs in Ireland— 


“The decisions of the Land Commission in a 
very great number of cases do little more than 
register the decision of the court valuer. More- 
over, the business is disposed of with a rapidity 
and with a silence as to the grounds of the 
decisions which create dissatisfaction in the 
minds of the litigants whose property is at 
stake. Points of importance are often raised 
and discussed, and the judgment adjourned, 
and when delivered it is a mere statement of 
the figure at which the rent is fixed.” 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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That is what the Fry Commission says 
with regard to the Court of Appeal. Well, 
what nanpens! How do they arrive at 
their decisions in the Court of Appeal? 
They go to the valuer, who is sent down 
to value the land, and there is a curious 
thing about it. I do not blame the 
valuers and the sub-commissioners. [ 
supose they get fairly well paid for it, 
and most men like to earn money. The 
valuer goes down, and I suppose he 
wanders round the farm and takes a look 
at the hedges. I do not suppose any- 
body heard of his having up a drain cr 
anything of that kind. The result 
achieved is extremely simple. It is an 
extremely pleasant way of having a tour 
round Ireland and earning money. This 
is what the Fry Commissioner says— 





“He generally considered himself bound by 
the decision of the Sub-Commissiou as to what 
improvements were to be allowed for; he 
admittedly accepted much on the strength of 
the’ pink schedule under appeal, and he was 
| left at liberty to determine for himself what is 
a substantial difference from the previous find- 
ings.” 


This is what hapnens— 


“A striking illustration of the danger cf 
this course of practice has recently occurred. 
In thirty-one cases on one estate the amounts 
allowed for drainage in the pink schedules 
were considerably in excess of the amounts 
proved by the tenants at the hearing before 
the Sub-Commission ; the cases were re-heard, 
and in every case the reports of the court 
valuers agreed, as to the amount of drains, 
with the findings of the Sub-Commission ; and 
yet it was shown to the Land Commission 
that in every one of the cases the figure was 
wrong; for the evidence had been given in 
terms of the Irish perch, and the pink sche- 
dules and the reports were drawn in terms of 
the English perch; and in every case the 
change from Irish into English measure had 
been made on the ratio, not of lineal but of 
square measure. Such slavish copying of a 
blunder is very cogent evidence of the want of 
independence in the operations of the court 
valuers. The present practice does not, in our 
opinion, satisfactorily secure a real re-hearing 
of the whole matter under discussion.” 


Now, you have the landowning class in 
Ireland, who are sometimes painted in 
very lurid colours by honourable Gentle- 
men opposite, without any shadow of 
redress, and at the mercy of these 


itinerant gentry, who go about the 
country and refrain from taking any 


real evidence. 
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Mr. DILLON: Who appointed them? 
CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : One 


Government is just as bad as another. 
The position of the landlord is this. He 
may be an encumbered landlord, as many 
of them are. It does not touch him in 
that way. There are many encumbered 
landlords, encumbered not through 
their own fault, but inherited from their 
ancestry. Whether such a landlord has 
to be ruined and expatriated depends 
upon the action of these peripatetic 
three-guinea a day inen, who go down 
and decide whether that landlord, owing 
to his unhappy position, is to be beg- 
gared or not. By taking away a very 
sinall part of his mcome you leave him 
without anything at all. He has no 
redress. What can he do! The only 
persons who gain are the lawyers. Every 
motion made in this court involves a 
large expenditure upon that interesting 
class of persons. As for the tenant and 
the landlord, you leave them without any 
shadow of redress, and at the mercy ‘f 
these irresponsible persons. it would be 
very different, Isay, if the course advised 
by the Fry Commissioners were adopted. 
If you, for the purposes of the State, tc 
secure the fertility of Ireland and the 
strength of Great Britain, bring in a law 
of this kind, vou ought to spare no money 
to get the best men, pay them well, and 
put them above that position of sub- 
servience and dependence which the Fry 
Commission describe. It is a disgrace to 
the British Parliament that permits such 
a thing to continue. I certainly appeal 
to the Government to take this into very 
serious consideration. It is a» much in 
favour of fair play to the tenants as to 
the landlords. I am not backing up one 
side or the other. I say that if these 
courts in Ireland, which administer the 


land laws, are not to be a mockery 
and a scandal and a_ disgrace to 


civilisation, some action ought to ve 
taken to carry out the advice given to the 


British House of Commons by this 
Commission. As to the landlords, 
I think I can say that 17 years 


has borne out what Mr. Gladstone said 
on the matter. Mr. Gladstone said, in a 
celebrated speech, that they had been 
put to a crucial test, that they had stood 
the strain, and come out of it with 
horour. One of the most satisfactory 
things has been this, that the only speci- 
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men that has ever been drawn up the 
floor of the House to show what a terrible 
creature the Irish landlord was was Lord 
Clanricarde. He was cited as a specimen 
of the bad landlord. I am grateful to 
Lord Clanricarde for having been the 
stalking-horse drawn out to show what 
the Irish landlords were. I have nothing 
to say in his favour, but the curious part 
of it is that his property is notoriously 
low rented. He demands his pound of 
flesh unmercifully, no doubt. No other 
specimen but Lord Clanricarde is given, 
and I submit that no other specimen :s 
to be found. Of course, in the past there 
have been bad landlords; but I submit 
that honourable Gentlemen opposite have 
failed to show that the Irish landlords as 
a whole are the tyrannical and blood- 
thirsty class who are described as hun- 
gering for the farms of their tenants. 
The Irish landlords, through my voice, 
speak in the House of Commons, and 
point to the Report of the Fry Commis- 
sion. I say they have the right to 
ask the House of Commons simply for 
fair play and justice. I have not spoken 
to-day on the reduction of rents, but what 
I have spoken on, and laid principles 
down on, is this, that if any dispassionate 
man will read the Report of the Fry 
Commission through he is bound to come 
to the decision that in no civilised 
country in the world has any class ever 
been placed in a position of such utter 
insufferable degradation as the Irish 
landlords under these irresponsible men, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): This House is engaged in discussing 
a very serious question, IT think it is 
lamentable that the matters dealt with 
in that Report have not received more 
attention from the House of Commons. 
I do not think one person in 100, even 
in this House, realises what is really 
implied in the Report of the Fry Com- 
mission. That Report is a definite 
announcement by an impartial body upon 
the working of the Land Acts. No one 
has ever suggested that the Fry Commis- 
sion has not pronounced a_ perfectly 
independent judgment. They were 
selected from men who had no interest 
whatever in the inquiry, who were in no 
way involved in Irish quarrels or 
differences. What is the Report! It isa 
fact that at this moment in the United 
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Kingdom there is a miscarriage of jus- 
tice, so great and so palpable, that if 
such a thing were to occur in connection 
with a county court, or a sessions court, 
in Great Britain, there would be some- 
thing like a revolution. I do not exag- 
gerate. I do not want to go outside the 
brief I hold in my hand, which is a very 
small portion of the statement of these 
grave commissioners. What has been 
said by the Fry Commissioners has been 
said over and over again in this House, 
and it has not been listened to—it has 
been flouted. Why? Because it has 
been said that all these were the 
interested statements of men who were 
concerned in the decisions one way %r 
another. There is not an atom of the 
statement of these commissioners that 
has not been said over and over again. 
If honourable Members go so far as to 
read that Report for themselves, I would 
ask them to go a little further, and 
regard the evidence on which that Report 
is based. If they only do that, they wil! 
come to the very conclusion I have come 
to, that that Report is studiously 
moderate, that the desire of the commis- 
sioners was to understate the case rather 
than to exaggerate it, and that the evi- 
dence justified a far stronger indictment 
than the commissioners have thought it 
their duty to put in the Report now 
issued. I do not intend to go into many 
of the details, which those more familiar 
with Irish procedure than I am can do. 
I want to go simply to a broad matter of 
justice on which there is a common 
sentiment among civilised nations. What 
are the facts which appear on the face 
of this Report? In the first place, here 
are judges charged with a function 
unknown to judges in any part of the 
world—that of fixing, for good or for ill, 
the fortunes of their fellow-countrymen. 
These men are charged with the work of 
practically ruining, or allowing to exist, a 
large number of Her Majesty’s subjects. 
We are told that these judges, upon 
whom is imposed this tremendous respon- 
sibility, have in some cases no practical 
acquaintance with the subject-matters 
with which they deal ; they have no prac- 
tical acquaintance with the value of land. 
If I were to ask for something more 
sweeping, I do not think I could fina it. 
It is suggested in the Report that the lay 
assistant commissioners should be called 
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upon to pass an examination in the sub- 
ject with which they have to deal. It is 
next stated that they are not selected on 
any intelligible principle. The commis- 
sioners say that they ought to be 
appointed from a list to be approved by 
the judicial commissioners, with the con- 
currence of at least two other commis- 
sioners. In every other system of juris- 
prudence with which I am acquainted 
the judges are brought to the surface of 
their profession by the strongest compe- 
tition which any profession produces. 
There is a perfect professional estimate 
of their qualifications. But here there ‘: 
nothing of the kind. These men have 
never served an apprenticeship, they 
have never been tested by any examina- 
tion, and they have suddenly come into 
being with no past, and are entrusted 
with this enormous and _ dangerous 
responsibility. We are told that the 
methods by which they work cannot be 
ascertained, nor can their decisions be 
checked. One of the elementary prin- 
ciples of justice is that the methods by 
which justice works, and the decisions at 
which it arrives, should be intelligible 10 
the people—that people should know the 
way in which their interests are to be 
dealt with, and should understand the 
principles. The Fry Commissioners sa) 
that the methods on which they work 
cannot be ascertained nor their conclu- 
sions checked. The next item is the most 
horrible of all. They say, what has been 
said in this House over and over again, 
that some of these judges are temporary, 
and that they are removable. It is here 
laid down.that you cannot expect men to 
have the confidence of those who are 
under this judicial authority if those 
men are merely temporarily holding their 
appointments, and must go back to the 
very class who are greatly interested :n 
the subject-matter with which they are 
called upon to deal. I say, Sir, it is a 
misfortune, it is a calamity that these 
Irish commissioners should even now be 
temporarily appointed. You are awave 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
done all he could to reduce the number 
of temporary commissioners. I notice 
that this is one of the matters of 
the indictment of the Fry Commission. 
Then, Sir, what is the next statement 
contained in the Report? It states that 
these men are under no one recognised 
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heed. ‘That is the view of the Commis- 
sion. It is an undoubted fact that men 


who sat and acted as valuers have been 
asked to pronounce a decision in these 
cases. Then, Sir, we are told that the 
landlords are not to be told the grounds 
or the reason on which these decisions 
are to be given against them. Why, 
that a privilege accorded to the 
meanest subject of the Crown. Another 
point which has been mentioned is that 
of the legal Commissioners, and I do not 
know that there is an unknown principle 
of law applied to it. We are told that 
actually the legal Commissioners are 
occasionally overruled by the lay Com- 
missioners, and that they occasionally do 
sit and give decisions sitting alone. All 
these things may perhaps in themselves 
seem smnall, but taken collectively they 
constitute, in my opinion, a tremendous 
indictment against the administration of 
justice in regard to this matter. In this 
matter I do not bring any indictment for 
a moment against the right honourable 
Gentleman or any of his predecessors 
who have been called upon to make these 
appointments. I do not myself agree 
with the taunt that has been thrown out 
that these appointments were made by 
the present Chief Secretary, but my 
point is that the problem is not to be 
solved in this manner. My contention 
is that it is a problem which no juris- 
diction and no legislature or Minister has 
ever yet solved, and that is, after all, the 
opinion of the Commissioners themselves. 
They sum up the progress which is being 
made under the whole of these opera- 
tions, and they point to the fact which 
I and others have alluded to, that, not- 
withstanding the multiplication of these 
officials, we are absolutely making no 
progress whatever in the direction we 
have always desired. It does seem tu 
me that the language of common sense 
contained in the Report of the Commis- 
sion ought to commend itself to every 
Member of this House. We may perhaps 
differ as to the exact measure of respect 
which ought te be accorded to these 
tribunals, but we have already heard 
quotations on this subject from the 
honourable and gallant Member for North 
Armagh which bear out the contention 
that even in the opinion of the Commis- 
sion these tribunals do not command 
respect. Now, I cannot conceive any 
earthly reason why they should com- 
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mand respect, and when we find that 
blunders can be committed such as the 
blunders referred to by the honourable 
and gallant Member for North Armagh, 
without the possibility of adequate 
review, I confess that it is almost 
enough to make them despair of any 


relief ever coming to Ireland from 
tribunals of this kind. I think the 


demand that has been made by honour 
able Members to-night is one which the 
Government may very fairly give ear to. 
I do not at all assume that they take a 
hostile view with regard to the attitude: 
which has been pursued by the honour- 
able and gallant Member for North 
Armagh, and which I venture respect- 
fully to support. I do not assume 
either for a moment that the Govern- 
ment are unwilling to give the relief 
which seems to me to be so urgently 
demanded by this Report. I hope they 
will, and if they do I say that it is 
desirable that they should act at once, 
and that they should emphatically 
remove all grounds for a recurrence of 
what seems to me to be a_ scandal 
recorded in the Report. I go further 
and say that year after year we are asked 
to vote money for the Assistant Commis- 
sioners to the Irish Land Commission, 
and we ought to receive some assuranse: 
from the Government that by annually 
pouring out these sums of money, and 
by all this litigation which takes place, 
we are getting somewhere nearer some 
finality. There is every day, I believe, 
clearer recognition of the fact coming 
forward that there is only one real solu- 
tion for this difhiculty, and that is by 
accelerating the question of purchase. 
This litigation in the land courts is 
putting off that day almost indefinitely, 
and the latest legislation of the Govern- 
ment is, I believe, in some respects any- 
thing but a boon to the people of 
Ireland. I hope, Sir, that the Chief 
Secretary will assure us that these 
matters wil receive his early attention. 
He will no doubt deal with them 
seriatim. He may be inclined to 
suggest that some of these points are 
small matters in themselves, but I do 
not regard them as small matters. Take 
them altogether, and take them in view 
of the evidence upon which they are 
supported, they seem to me to consti- 
tute a very strong case for immediate 
action. But even when that has been 
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done I think we shall still have the old 
problem to face. I admit that when we 
vote this money now for this army of 
land commission officials in Ireland we 
are doing so in order that we may 
recognise de xvvo from this year work 
started in 1&1; and in the year of grace 
1898, so far from being one inch nearer 
a solution, the whole business is putting 
a burden on Ireland almost too great to 
be borne, and all will have to be done 
over again. For that reason I desire 
to support the Motion of the honourable 
and gallant Member for North Armagh ; 
and, if I could only believe that this 
matter might for once be got a little 
out of the rut of purely Irish discussion 
and be looked upon dispassionately by 
Members of Parliament for other parts 
of the United Kingdom, I should feel a 
little more sanguine about the future. 
These things have been done in Ireland 
for years, and protest after protest has 
been made. English Members think, 
“Oh, well, Ireland ; what does it matter! 
We cannot pretend to understand what 
is going on there.” If these things had 
occurred in England there would have 
been such a feeling on the subject in 
this House that no Government could 
stand against it; and, that being so, I 
do think that a little investigation upon 
the part of each Member of this House 
of what is being done under cover and 
under the name of justice, and under 
the semblance of law in Ireland, will 
not be time thrown away. 


*Mr. M. DAVITT: The honourable 
Member began his speech by saying 
that he knew of no parallel to a tribunal 
like the Irish Land Commission existing 
in any other parts of the civilised world. 
Well, the honourable Member is usually 
well informed on subjects upon which he 
speaks in this House, but in this in- 
stance I have to inform him that he is 
mistaken. In almost each one of the 
Australian Colonies they have a Land 
Commission modelled almost upon the 
Land Commission of Ireland. I remember, 
when in Queensland a few years ago, 
travelling with one of those land valuers 
who have been referred to in connection 
with Ireland by the honourable and 
gallant Member for North Armagh in 
vicious terms this evening, and the in- 
formation which I derived from this 
official made me wish, and I reiterate the 
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wish here to-night, that we could ex- 
change the Land Commission of Ire- 
land for the Land Commission of Queens- 
land. I was informed that the rents 
derived by the Government of Queens- 
land from the whole of the land of that 
Colony—a Colony larger in area than 
Great Britain, Ireland, France, and Ger- 
many combined—amounted to only about 
one-twenty-fifth of the amount of the rent 
paid every year for the land in Ireland. 
Therefore I wish sincerely that we could 
send the Land Commission of Ireland, 
which has been denounced so much, on 
a tour to Queensland and obtain in return 
the services of the Queensland Land Com- 
mission for the refixing of the rents in 
Ireland. Now, with reference to the Fry 
Commission and its Report, permit me 
to say, Mr. Lowther, that this tribunal 
has not in any way excited the confidence 
of the people of Ireland. We have looked 
upon it as one of the most partisan tri- 
bunals that were ever appointed to in- 
quire into the working of the land sys- 
tem in Ireland; and, whether its deci- 
sions are satisfactory to the honourable 
and gallant Member for North Armagh 
or not, I feel sure that, so far as the 
Irish tenant farmers are concerned, they 
will pay no serious attention to the deci- 
sions. The honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber for North Armagh is, as we all know, 
a very able and courageous representa 
tive of his class, but he is not always as 
wise, if I may say so without being con- 
sidered uncivil, as he is courageous. If 
he were wise in the interests of the class 
he represents he would not be too eager 
to bring the Irish landlord system under 
the criticism of public opinion in this 
country. I have not yet studied the Re 
port of the Commission, but I can say 
this with accuracy, Mr. Lowther, that no 
tribunal has been appointed, as far ss 
I can recollect, by this Parliament to 
inquire into the land system of Ireiana 
from the days of the Devon Commission 
down to the present time, which has not 
in some way or other condemned 
the Irish landlords for the way in 
which they administer their property. 
The honourable and gallant Member 
speaks of this Commission if he 
represented a class of ill-used, down- 
trodden people in Ireland. Well, 
Sir, that is not how we view the average 
landlord. We consider that there is not 
to be found in any country in the worid 
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a class for whom the Government of the 
country has done so much as has beea 
performed by the English Governments 
for the landlords of Ireland. Why, Sir, 
they have almost everything that human 
beings can aspire to and desire. The7z 
have estates which bring them in, on the 
whole, very satisfactory revenues. Some 
of them—lI do not say this in any spirit 
of envy—can charter handsome yachts 
and sail up the Mediterranean, and they 
can probably say that emperors are their 
friends and acquaintances. Then, again, 
in return for this revenue they are not 
called upon to do anything for those 
who earn their incomes similar to what 
is performed for the tenants in England 
and the land of England by the landlords 
of this country. In fact, I do not know, 
as I have said already, any class of 
individuals—certainly not in this coun- 
try, or in any country with which I am 
acquainted—that ought to be more satis- 
fied with their influence, and with their 
power, and with their revenue, than the 
class represented by the honourable and 
gallant Member. Of course, it is quite 
natural that he should complain, in 
behalf of his class, that the rents are 
being cut down to some extent. That 
is a human feeling. Probably, if I was 
a landlord myselfi—I am happy to say I 
am not—if I had been born in the 
purple, like the honourable and gallant 
Member, I might be found making 
a complaint with reference to the deci- 
sions of the Irish Land Commission. 
But in reply to his complaint in this 
connection about the way in which ths 
Land Act of 1881, and the Land Com- 
mission, have treated the interests of 
his class, I would like to remind him 
of what the late Lord Derby said when 
the Act which created the Land Com- 
mission was passing through the House 
of Lords. He called it the lifeboat for 
the Irish landlord. And so it was, 
because were it not for the Land Act of 
1881 and for the work that has been 
done under it by the Land Commission, 
I maintain that the Irish Land League 
movement would have knocked the Irish 
landlord system into smithereens. The 
fact is that under the Land Act, and 
through the Land Commission, the 


tenants of Ireland have been given some- 
thing like a valuable interest in their 
holdings, and in order to preserve that 
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interest they have made, and are making 
to-day, great sacrifices in order to pay 
rents which, I maintain, in spite of 
what the honourable and gallant Member 
has said, are far higher than they ought 
to be fixed, taking into account the 
economic conditions of Ireland, and what 
reductions have been given voluntarily 
by landlords in Great Britain. Sir, I 
contend that if the Irish Land Commis- 
sion had only followed the lines laid 
down for them in the voluntary action 
of the English landlords, if they had 
only given equivalent abatements in the 
land courts of Ireland that were given 
without compulsion in this country, then 
the honourable and gallant Member 
would have more cause to complain about 
the reduction of rents in that country. 
The fact is, as has been admitted in this 
| House more than once, the rents in Eng- 
land, where there is no Land Commission, 
have been reduced 20 or 30 per cent. 
more than they have been reduced in 
Ireland through the operation of ihe 
Land Commission, notwithstanding the 
fact that tenant farmers’ interests in this 
country must be more valuable than in 
Ireland. Therefore, Sir, I say, in conclu- 
sion, that whatever fault the honourable 
and gallant Member may find in the 
machinery of the Irish Land Commission, 
I contend that, were it not for the labours 
of that Commission, and were it not for 
the way in which this Land Commission 
has safeguarded in every possible way 
the interests of the landlords of Ireland, 
the Irish tenant farmers would have 
received an abatement of 20 or 30 per 
cent. more than the reductions com- 


plained of. 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
do not propose to enter into this ques 
tion at any length. I must, however, 
say that I do not think the Land Com- 
mission has given satisfaction to any- 
body. As regards the general law 
and practice of the Land Commission, 1 
have never heard the whole case so well 
put as by the chairman of the Land Com- 
mission in the west of Ireland at the 
initiation of the machinery. A rather 
hot-headed solicitor, thinking he was net 
getting all he ought to for his client, 
said— 

“ Tf this is your Land Commission and its 
methods there is no justice to be got from it.’ 
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The chairman replied— 


“You ought not to say that, because this 
land court is established, and I am here to 
do justice between landlord and tenant, and 
more particularly to the tenant.” 


That, I think, sums up the whole case. 
But if you had a Land Commission 01 
arch-angels the adminstration of the Lana 
Act would not produce satisfaction all 
round. Well, I will merely take up one 
point which I do not think can be really 
said to be a purely landlords’ point, a 
point which is of interest and impor- 
tance to both landlord and tenant and 
to the country at large, and that is the 
effect of the operation of this Act upon 
the cultivation and development of the 
natural resources of the land of Ireland. 
I do think that, looking at it from what 
I say is the proper point of view—the 
nation’s welfare—and not from the point 
of view of any one class, the ques 
tion of deterioration is the most impor- 
tant of all. Now, Mr. Lowther, it has 
been observed that when tenants become 
purchasers they immediately change their 
character and conduct of improving their 
land. I quite admit that in some parts 
of Ireland—not in all parts of Ireland— 
there are brilliant exceptions, but, as far 
as my own personal observation and ex- 
perience will enable me to judge, the 
effect of transferring ownership through 
the process of the Land Purchase Act to 
the tenant, does not to any considerable 
extent change the habits and the char- 
acter of the occupier. I think it may, 
however, in time. But taking the ques- 
tion of the operation of the Land Act 
with regard to deterioration, I think no 
one can read the Report of the Fry Com- 
mission with reference to deterioration 
without seeing that it is a matter that 
must be dealt with urgently if the land 
of Ireland is not to go back. I can 
give an instance from my own personal 
knowledge of the effect of the operation 
of the Act of 1881 within a year of it 
passing into law. As far as the value of 
land goes, the incident happened in the 
wealthiest part of Ireland. I know everg 
tenant on the property, and there were 
no small tenements at all. Every year 
regularly, as far as I could trace back, 
previous to this Act coming into force, 
tne tenant regularly cleared the water- 
courses and kept the land free from 
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water. Within a year of the passing of 
the Act, whilst talking to one of the 
chief tenants, who had risen from practi- 
cally a labourer, I asked him why he had 
aot cleared the watercourses as usual. 


He replied— 


“ Under the Act it will really pay better to 
have rushes than to have the water taken off 
the land.” 


As a matter of fact, I found on inquiry 
afterwards that not one of the tenants 
cieared his watercourses hitherto 
and for the salvation of the property a 
staff of men were sent to clear those 
watercourses——— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is just the 
same story we were told two years ago. 


as 


*Smr J. COLOMB: It may. be, but the 

honourable Member must listen to my 
experience. Well, Sir, I think that 
anything that tends to make a man 
neglect to do the very best he can to 
develop his holding is an injury to the 
people at large, and a bad thing for 
the nation. Therefore, my chief object 
in intruding in this Debate is to 
draw the very serious attention of the 
House to that part of the Fry Commis- 
sion Report dealing with deterioration. 
It says there— 

“ The evidence leads us to conclude that 
there is a prevalent notion amongst the tenants 
that it is for their interest that, when the land 
is inspected by the Assistant Commissioners or 
the court valuer, it should not be in high con- 
dition, and that in consequence they frequently 
abstain from treating the land as well as they 
would otherwise have done, and sometimes 
allow the land seriously to deteriorate with a 
view of obtaining a lower rent.” 


That is the finding of an impartial 
tribunal, composed of some of the most 
experienced men of the country, and I 
do not think this is a matter which any 
Government ought to neglect, because 
they say further— 


“ This notion of the tenants is not, in our 
opinion, entirely without foundation,” 


while, a little lower down, they add— 


“ It appeared to have been held by the Land 
Commission many years ago that deterioration 
is not a ground for refusing to entertain the 
tenants’ claim to have a rent fixed.” 


The deterioration of land is, therefore, a 
question that ought to receive the atten- 
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tion of Parliament and of the country, in 
order that something may be done to 
prevent a continuance of the existing 
condition of things. At the end of that 
portion of the Report—and I will be as 
brief as I can—I see it is stated. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The honourable and 
gallant Member must confine himself to 
anything that has to do with the action 
of the Land Commissioners. 


*Srr J. COLOMB: I bow to your 
ruling, but, with all due respect, I would 
venture to suggest that existing legis- 
lation contains special provision for 
protection against abuses of deteriora- 
tion, and under that legislation the 
Land Commission has the power to 
deal with the whole matter, though 
no machinery has been established to 
carry out the intentions of the Act. 
That is my point, Sir. At the present 
moment I maintain that, under the Acts of 
1870 and 1881, there are clauses which 
are intended to prevent the misuse of 
land such as I have mentioned, and my 
complaint, as far as the present Land 
Commission is concerned, is that they do 
not seem to use these powers. I entreat 
the Government, not in the interests of 
the landlord but in the interests of Irish 
land and of the Irish people, to so im- 
prove the machinery of the land courts 
that this question of deterioration shall 
have more attention than it has ever 
received before. You will see that at the 
close of their Report the Commissioners 
say— 





“We are therefore of opinion that an express 
authority ought to be given to the court ” 


—they do not say that legislation ought 
to be asked— 


“in cases of deterioration to postpone the 
hearing of the application till the land has 
been again brought inte good condition.” 


Now, Sir, the point is that this suggestion 
should be clearly enforced. The fact that 
the Land Commission has gone on its 
Way uninterfered with so long has rather 
encouraged the existing misapprehension, 
but the sooner all the tenants of Ireland 
know that the Land Commission are 
going to use some of the powers of 
legislation already in existence the 
better. At all events, I hope I shall not 
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on a future occasion find it necessary to 


trouble the House with any further 
remarks on this particular point. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We 
have heard a good deal this evening as 
to how the Land Commission discharge 
their duties. I submit that the landlord 
party have very little to complain of. 


The landlords do not know where 
they are at present. Never since 
the Act of 1881 was passed have 
there been such landlord tribunals 


in Ireland. Do they know that since 
the Fry Commission was appointed the 
Irish Court of Appeal has not given one 
single decision in favour of a tenant? Do 
they know that of the 80 or 90 Commis 
sioners appointed to try fair rents, one 


or two Catholics only have been 
appointed, and every one of those 
men is, without exception, a land- 
lords’ man? Is it at this time, 


when the Irish Land Commission court is 
charged with fury against the tenant, and 
when every nerve is being strained to do 
a landlord service, that their representa- 
tives come forward to attack the Land 
Commission! If you draft Sub-Commis- 
sioners from one single class, what can 
be got from it. except decisions against 
the tenants’ interest! The landlords do 
not know what is going on, and this 
period of repose is filling them with new 
ideas, so that they think they can by 
trenching on the rights of the tenants 
bring them back to the old stage of 
serfdom. I acknowledge myself to be a 
partisan—I do not pretend to be any- 
thing else—but I sometimes hope I may 
be able to take a review of the situation 
as it exists. I have often thought it 
would be better if, instead of engaging 
in these conflicts in the courts and in the 
House, and attacking the Land Commis- 
sion, the landlords and the tenants, or 
their representatives, could come _ to- 
gether, and the landlords were to ask 
for their three per cents., and also to be 
converted into some position which would 
give them that security of income which 
they say they cannot enjoy under the 
Land Commission. I believe that if the 
landlords of Ireland would come forward 
with some sensible proposition of that 
kind, the tenants would be glad to come 
to some composition with the landlord 
party, so that they might be bought out 
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under fair terms. This is a specially 
suitable moment. The tenants cannot 
afford to deteriorate their land. ‘lhey 
have not enough of it to deteriorate. The 
constant system of bringing landlords 
and tenants into court is not a good one. 
In 1881 I advocated Griffith’s valuation 
without appeal on either side, but this 
was not adopted, with the result that 
the landlords fared very much worse. 
Then Mr. Gladstone offered them 20 
years’ purchase in 1886, and they refused 
it with scorn. Mr. Parnell offered them 
20 years’ purchase. In the original draft, 
which was to have been printed in the 
Freeman’s Journal, Mr. Parnell was going 
to offer them 23 years’ purchase, but I 
took out the three and put in a nought. 


*Mr. DAVITT: And I objected to the 
20. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: All these offers 
were refused. But, be the Irish differ- 
ences what they may, you will never 
disband the solid army of the tenant 
class in Ireland until the descendants of 
the old clansmen succeed in getting back 
the patrimony which the landlords’ fore- 
fathers confiscated. Irish landlords 
have no fault to find with the 
present Government. It is the most 
landlord Government that has been in 
office since Mr. Gladstone’s Government in 
1880. And yet we witness the spectacle 
of honourable Members opposite girding 
at the Chief Secretary and the Attorney 
General! The Sub-Commissioners are of 
the landlords’ way of thinking, and the 
complaint which the House has heard 
from honourable Members opposite is 
most absurd. If the landlord party can- 
not come to some composition, the result 
will be that we shall have the old dis- 
orders again. Prices will not yield the 
rents at the present time; it is absurd 
talking about it. Honourable Gentlemen 
opposite are trying, like the man in 
Genesis, to put back the sun and make 
the earth go the other way. It is absurd 
to come to the House with pettifogging 
pretences about deterioration. 


On the return of the Chairman after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. WHARTON (York, W.R., Ripon): 


Mr. Lowther, the honourable’ and 
gallant Member for North Armagh has 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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quoted the Report of the Fry Commis 
sion, and a very remarkable document it 
is. The result, to my mind, of that Re- 
port is that some change in the consti- 
tution of the Land Commission is desir- 
able in the interest of landlords and 
tenants alike. I have no love for one 
side more than the other. What I de- 
sire is that the land system in Ireland 
shall be such as will tend to the mutual 
benefit of both, and to a large extent do 
away with the enormous cost which the 
present system entails on the litigants. 
Well, Sir, there are one or two matters 
which were alluded to by the honourable 
and gallant Member to which I should 
like to draw attention. First, with re- 
gard to the Civil Bill Court, which, it 
is suggested, so far as the land is con- 
cerned, should cease to exist; and, 
secondly, the matter alluded to on page 15 
of the Fry Commission Report, namely, 
the very serious question of re-hearing. 
Now, Sir, I think what most of us are 
inclined to judge the efficiency of a court 
by is whether the decisions of that eourt 
are accepted by the suitors who come 
before it. With regard to the Land 
Courts, I find that, instead of their de 
cisions being generally accepted by those 
who come before them, the total number 
of appeals from the Sub-Commissioners 
to the Land Commission from 1881 to 
November 29th, 1897, was 51,668. This 
is to me a very lamentable fact, because 
it means an enormous amount of expen- 
diture to both sides. I am quite as 
anxious for the tenant as for the land- 
lord. I want to see the expenditure 
as little as possible for all concerned. 
When there is an enormous number of 
appeals there must be something wrong. 
I do not say that the court is in any in- 


stance wrong. I am told on good autho- 


rity that its decisions are very slightly 
altered. If that is the case, therefore 
it would very much appear as if one 
good court would be sufficient. Then, 
again, on page 15 of the Fry Commission 
Report the Commissioners say :— 

“ A few cases have been brought to our atten- 
tion in which the opinion of the legal assis- 
tant Commissioner on a legal point has been 
overruled by his two lay colleagues; and this, 
according to the present constitution of the 
Sub-Commissioners, appears to be possible ; 


but, in our opinion, it ought not to be allowed 
to occur.” 
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It appears to me on the whole, Sir, 
having read the Report of the Fry Com- 
mission—and I do not wish to go through 
the recommendations seriatim-——that the 
Commissioners appointed under the Act 
have done their best. The enormous 
number of cases and the enormous 
amount of work they have had to deal 
with undoubtedly resulted in the very 
large number of gentlemen being ap- 
pointed, and it may even be that under 
those circumstances some of these gentle- 
men were not so fitted to deal with these 
cases as a more mature-minded set of 
men. I can only hope in the future that 
as the number of cases becomes reduced 
the work will become more rapid. The 
number of Sub-Commissioners can then be 
reduced and the work can be done by 
thoroughly skilled and capable men. My 
only hope in saying these few words is 
that the system may be recognised as 
being more trustworthy in the future 
than it appears to have been in the 
past ; that some of the stumbling-blocks 
in the system may be removed; that 
there may be a better understanding 
with regard to the administration of the 
land system in future; and that the 
Report of Lord Justice Fry and his Com- 
missioners may have good results. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
happened to be in the Commission Court 
in Bantry on 20th January, when there 
was acase heard. The landlord’s solici- 
tor argued that the tenant was a labourer 
because he paid a portion of his rent in 
labour and a portion in cash. The local 
Commissioner there and then decided— 
I was present in the court myself—that 
the tenant was entitled to have a fair 
rent, pursuant to section 55 of the Land 
Act of 1881, and subsequently he sent a 
lay Commissioner to value the land. Well, 
I put a question to the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, and his information was that there 
was no decision given. I repeat here 
from my place in the House that I was 
present when the decision was given, and 
that the landlord, after the decision was 
given, instructed his solicitor to apply 
to the Court of Appeal. What confidence 
can tenants in Ireland have in the ad- 
ministration of the law when such a 
thing can take place, and when we ask 
a question about it in the House—about 
an event of which I have personal know- 
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ledge myself, having been present in the 
court—we are told there was no decision 
given? There was, Sir, a decision given. 
I was present; and the landlord in- 
structed his solicitor to appeal from the 
decision. The lay Commissioner went 
and examined the tenant’s improvements, 
and on the 8th of May he got notice 
that his case was dismissed. I have been 
told by the right honourable Gentleman 
that it is open to appeal. This man 
being partly a labourer and partly a 
farmer, living 70 miles from Cork, has 
no power and no money to appeal, and 
then we are told no explanation can be 
given, because the case may be sub judice. 
That would be quite correct if the tenant 
had the means to appeal; but I say, Sir, 
in this case it is the duty of the right 
honourable Gentleman to require an ex- 
planation from Mr. Cream. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [have abso- 
lutely no power to do that, to demand 
an explanation. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: No power to do sot? 
Well, you may remonstrate with the Land 
Commission. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: At all events, Sir, it 
is my duty to state the case to the House 
and let the public know how the tenants 
are treated since the Report of the Fry 
Commission. Prior to that Report Mr. 
Cream was considered one of the fairest 
Commissioners in the administration ot 
the Land Act, but it appears that he 
and other Commissioners have been in- 
timidated by the Fry Commission, and no 
justice since that Report has been given 
to the tenants. There was another case 
in the court on the same day, and the 
lay Commissioner gave evidence as to the 
‘enant’s improvements, and he valued 
them at £50. This tenant had borrowed 
£120 for those improvements, and yet 
the lay Commissioner put only a value of 
£50 upon them. What can tenants ex- 
pect when the Land Act is exercised in 
that way? A competent engineer valued 
these improvements at £120, and certi- 
fied for them to the Board of Works, and 
yet the lay Commissioner only valued 
these works, which had recently been 
done, at £50. I hope the right honour- 
able Gentleman will use his influence 
with the Land Commissioners when he 
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has appointments to make, and will not 
appoiut men of the landlord class. This 
is what leads people to doubt whether 
there is any wish to give them fair play 
in Ireand. There was never such dis- 
satisfaction, I allege, given or expressed 
since the Land Act of 1881 was insti- 
tuted as there has been since the Report 
of the Fry Commission. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS (Devon, Tor- 
quay): I think this is not only 
a landlords’ question in Ireland, it is one 
that affects the whole country, because 
where there is a serious failure of justice 
—and that, as I contend, is clearly made 
out by the Report of the Fry Commission 
—it must tend to injure the credit 
and drive capital out of the country, 


or, at all events, keep capital from 
flowing into the country. We all 


know perfectly well that in many trust 
deeds there is a clause absolutely pro- 
hibiting the investment of trust funds in 
real property in Ireland. Why is that? 
Because people in this country have not 
confidence in the administration of jus- 
tice in Ireland. I contend that that is 
a very great evil 





*Mr. DAVITT: We do not want your 
money at all. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS: One honour- 
able Member says, * We do not want your 
money.” 


*Mr. DAVITT: No! 
*Captain PHILLPOTTS: Well, that is 


very strange. You come here night after 
night 





*Mr. DAVITT: That is for our own 
money. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS: Well, if the 
honourable Member does not want it, 
there are plenty in Ireland who do. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The land- 


lords will take any amount of it. 


*Caprary PHILLPOTTS: Well, I am 
quite aware what the honourable Mem- 
ber’s opinions are. He has never con- 
cealed them; and I contend that he and 
those who think with him are the greatest 
enemies Ireland has got, and that the 
Irish race has got. 


Mr. Gilhooly. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: We take that 


as a compliment. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS: For my own 
part I fully believe that if there were 
greater confidertce in the just adminis- 
tration of the law in Ireland capital 
would flow into that country, and that 
there would be a vast improvement ; that 
the country would be opened up, that 
British tourists would go there much 
more than they do now, and that an 
era of prosperity would dawn upon Ire- 
land, just as it has already on other parts 
of the kingdom, where I believe there is 
more confidence in the administration of 
the law. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 

N.): I can assure the honourable Mem- 
ber for Devon that we on this side of the 
House, at least the Irish Members and 
myself, do not consider it to be any great 
advantage to have land purchased in 
Ireland by absentee landlords. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS: Pardon me, I 
did not mention that. 


*Mr. SerseEAnt HEMPHILL: Of course. 
I accept what the honourable and gallant 
Gentleman says. We have suffered 
already from absenteeism, which has been 
for two centuries at least one of the 
great curses of Ireland, one of the means 
by which Ireland has been reduced to 
its present condition. But I will pass 
away from that, because I think it is 
quite natural that, as an English Mem- 
ber, he should hold the opinions, honestly 
I have no doubt, to which he has given 
expression ; but if he had had the ex- 
perience that I have had of Ireland, if 
he had known, as I have known, the 
relations between landlord and tenant 
over a great number of years, and been 
able to form a just and accurate opinion 
as to their relative merits, he probably 
would modify very much his opinions. 
Now, I am not saying a word against the 
Irish landlords personally. I feel that 
they were themselves placed in an un- 
fortunate position from circumstances 
over which they themselves had no con- 
trol; because it is a matter of history, 
which Englishmen should study and lay 
up in their hearts and memories, that up 
to the initiation of what I call the new 
Land Code by Mr. Gladstone there had 
been centuries of legislation altogether 
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in favour of the landlord and against the 
interests of the tenant in Ireland. That 
difficulty had to be met, and there was 
also from the peculiar position of Ireland 
during the whole of the 18th century up 
to the Union 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! This 
is not a proper moment for discussing the 
whole of the Land Acts. The only sub- 
ject which is really open to discussion is 
the action or non-action of certain assis- 
tant Land Commissioners. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I will en- 
deavour, Mr. Lowther, of course, to keep 
to your ruling, but I confess that I think 
I am quite legitimate in saying this, that 
I am not one of those who are at all 
enamoured of the Fry Commission. That 
has been criticised and discussed on both 
sides of the House, and I believe, Mr. 
Lowther, I am in order in referring to 
it. I confess that that Commission did 
not disappoint me, because I had no great 
expectations from it from its start. The 
President of that Commission, for whom 
personally I entertain great respect, was 
a man wholly unaequainted with Ireland, 
wholly out of touch with the peculiarities 
of the Irish tenant and the position of 
the Irish landlords ; and in a very early 
stage of the Commission he indicated 
that, because he put the question to some 
witness who said that he could not pos- 
sibly hold on to the land at a certain rent 
—he said naively, and I am sure it was 
natural enough for an Englishman wholly 
ignorant of the situation. to say, “ Why, 
then, not give up the land?” That was 
the key to the whole state of mind of that 
eminent judge—a Chancery judge and a 
Chancery jurist, who never had any 
opportunity at all of knowing the peculiar 
relations that subsisted between landlord 
and tenant in Ireland. Two other mem- 
bers composing that Commission were 
experts; one of them was a well-known 
advocate of the landlord class, and the 
other was a gentleman who certainly had 
had a great deal of experience in land 
business, but could not in any way be 
regarded as a partisan on one side or the 
other. Constituted as it was, that Com- 
mission, in the conclusions at which it 
arrived, completely ignored what had 
been going on in Ireland ever since, at all 
events, the year 1870. Now, Mr. Low- 
ther, with some of the observations of the 
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honourable and gallant Member for 
Armagh I fully concur. I think there is 
one great difficulty in the Land Com- 
mission with which we are now dealing. 
I think, no matter what it costs the Eng- 
lish Government, that persons who have 
to administer such law should be 
permanent officers, and not removable. 
It is impossible to expect men who can 
be removed at the pleasure of whatever 
may happen to be the Government of 
the day to approach the discharge of 
their duties with that amount of inde- 
pendence, and without fear of all conse 
quences, that naturally would come to 
them if they held permanent positions. 
Let me not for a moment be misunder- 
stood. I believe that they are all honour- 
able men, and I believe that they en- 
deavour conscientiously to discharge 
their duties; but I say, Sir, having 
regard to average human nature, it is 
more than can be expected that there 
should not be an impression that they 
are more or less perpetually feeling that 
the sword is hanging over their heads, 
that at any time they may be dismissed 
from their offices. I speak, of course, of 
that section of the Commission who are 
only temporary. But we must judge of 
matters by results. Unquestionably, 
since the Report of that Commission was 
published, for some reason or other the 
reduction of rents which had previously 
more or less prevailed suddenly has come 
to a stop. It is impossible to shut one’s 
eyes to that fact. You have only to take 
up the morning papers in which the 
results of the various Commissions are 
reported, and you will find that, mor? 
especially on appeals. I cannot help 
thinking that the unfortunate Report of 
the Fry Commission has had something 
to do with this. I cannot help thinking 
that the power and influence possessed 
by the landlords at the present time have 
had some operation upon the minds of 
those who are administering the law. 
Now, what is the fact? It has been 
stated in this House, and stated truly, 
that if the Land Code of Mr. Gladstone 
had never existed the rents in Ireland, 
by economical causes, would have been 
reduced more than they have been re 
duced under the operation of those land 
laws. We had only to listen to the 
Debates on the Agricultural Rates Bill 
two years ago, and the statements made 
by honourable Members representing 
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Essex and other agricultural districts in 
England, to be satisfied that a great 
number of the farms in England were 
actually going out of cultivation and out 
of occupation because tenants could not 
be induced to take them at any rents. 
Therefore I think that, so far from deplor- 
ing the Land Code, the landlords of Ire 
land have reason to be grateful to that 
great statesman and patriot, Mr. Glad- 
stone, for I am satisfied that they would 
have been in a worse position than they 
are to-day if those Acts had not been 
passed. Now, Sir, I confess I was sur- 
prised to hear the observations of the 
honourable and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth. As I understood, his case 
was that, if the Land Commission were 
to find a farm overrun with rushes and 
deteriorated, they were to put a higher 
rent upon that deteriorated and waste 
land, though the tenant was still in occu- 
pation. Does it ever occur to English 
Members what the position of yearly 
tenants in Ireland is? 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Can you define what 
a yearly tenant is? 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: A yearly 
tenant? I imagine the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman does not require any 
instruction of that sort. He must have 
seen many an evicted farm in Kerry in 
his experience, and many a _ roof-tree 
pulled down, and a house which had been 
previously occupied by a poor yearly 
tenant of that county laid bare. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: May I interrupt the 
right honourable and learned Gentleman? 
I think the vast majority of tenants in 
Ireland, the judicial tenants, are not 
under any such tenancy at all. 


*Mr. SersEANt HEMPHILL: I know, as 
a matter of fact, there are hundreds and 
thousands of tenants who never have yet 
gone into the court, though they 
may at some future time do so. It 
is quite a mistake to imagine otherwise. 
Perhaps I have not made what is passing 
in my mind clear to the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman. I ask the honour- 
able Member for Devon and the right 
honourable and learned Gentleman, whose 
speech I have not had the advantage 
myself of hearing, have they ever realised, 
or could they realise, the position of the 
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yearly tenant before the Act of 18811 
They had no analogy, or anything like 
it, in England. There is no such thing 
in England known in practice as an agri- 
cultural and pastoral yearly tenant. Can 
they forget, or were they ever aware of, 
the fact that the yearly tenant in Ire 
land, before his rent was fixed, and he 
acquired a certain fixity of tenure 
through the Gladstone Code, had no alter- 
native but to cling on to the land at 
any rent, no matter how exorbitant, or 
else to see himself and his wife and 
children thrown out on the roadside, and 
ultimately make his choice between the 


workhouse and the emigrant ship! That 
was the state of things when this 
Land Code _ was initiated. That 


was the state of things which it became 
necessary to correct in the course of 
legislation. For 150 years previously, 
even up to the Land Act of 
1860, the whole current of legislation 
was in favour of the landlord, and not 
of the tenant. Then this scant measure 
of justice was for the first time given by 
an English Act of Parliament under the 
guidance and at the suggestion of Mr. 
Gladstone. And now an attempt is 
made through this Fry Commission, or 
resting upon the name of the President 
of that Commission, as an eminent Eng- 
lish judge, to undo as far as possible—as 
far as this House can undo—the bene 
ficial effects which have been brought 
about by the Act of 1881, and by what 
I admit goes to the credit of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary and his colleagues, the supplement 
to that Act, of 1896. I trust, there- 
fore, that this House will not imagine 
that any case has been made out by the 
honourable and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth, and those who follow him, for 
in any way initiating any fresh legisla- 
tion on the lines of the Fry Commission 
Report. The suggestions of that Com- 
mission are wholly without value, as it 
appears to me. It does point out certain 
evils, but those evils are only to be 
remedied in one way, by making the Sub- 
Commissioners permanent officers, by in- 
creasing their number if they are not 
adequate to meet the demands made upon 
their time, and by also taking care that 
cases shall be heard without reference to 
the time which those cases may occupy. 
But after the honourable and gallant 
Member had closed his address I did not 
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really know exactly what he was driving 
at. He suggested, I think, as I under- 
stood it, that the Sub-Commissioners were 
inclined to lower the rents in order to 
keep the court. going. I think that was 
an unworthy suggestion ; [ say it with ali 
respect. I do not think anything has 
occurred which would lead one to sup- 
pose that the Sub-Commissioners lowered 
the rents with that view ; and it is rather 
astrong conclusion to come to respecting 
men, most of whom have been appointed 
by Administrations which the honourable 
and gallant Member supports—because 
you must recollect that since 1881, when 
Mr. Gladstone’s first Land Act was passed, 
the Conservatives have been nine or ten 
years in office, and that during that term 
of office they must have had ampler 
opportunities than the opposite party of 
replenishing the staff of the Sub-Commis- 


sion. I do not at all see that the land- 
lords of Ireland have anything to 


complain of. My own impression is that 
they are just as well off as they were 
before that Land Act, because, though 
rents may have been somewhat reduced, 
and properly reduced, they have been 
paid with much more punctuality, much 
more precision, and with much _ less 
trouble on the part of the landlord. The 
idea of a competition rent being any test 
of the value of land in Ireland is per- 
fectly absurd, and yet that is the idea 
which more or less underlies the whole 
of the Report of the Fry Commission. 
I, therefore, do trust that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre 
tary, if he learns any lesson from this 
Debate, will learn the lesson of being 
more particular than ever as to what Sub- 
Commissioners he shall appoint ; that he 
will also take care that the determination 
of rents against the tenants and in favour 
of the landlords, or vice versd, shall not 
be allowed to go to the arbitrament of a 
single sub-commissioner. In that I agree 
with the honourable and gallant Member 
for Armagh. I know that for months and 
months there was only one Commissioner 
trying questions in the North of Ireland, 
where such questions are more difficult 
and more subtle, and require more care 
and attention than in the south. I have 


known also instances where the round 
peg has been put into the square hole. 
and where men without any knowledge of 
the Ulster Tenant Right, or knowledge 
of the peculiar relations existing with 
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reference to land in the North of Ireland— 
which is as different as the poles asunder 
from the nature of land and the condi- 
tion of land on farms in the south and 
west—were sent out almost as if their 
utter ignorance of the prevailing condi- 
tions and the state of agriculture in a 
particular locality might be employed in 
cuiding the Commission in coming to a 
conclusion. Nothing can be easier 
and simpler than the fixing of a fair rent. 
You have only to see what the surround- 
ings of the farm are; you have only to 
see what the nature of the soil is; you 
have only then to take those elements 
into consideration, and deducting as the 
law insists—and I suppose even the land- 
of Ireland cannot say they are 
beyond and above the law—all rent attri- 
butable to the tenant’s improvements ; 
you have then, not to take into account 
competition rent, not to suppose when a 
nan is starving for want of occupation 
and willing to offer any rent, that the 
rent which he might offer is to be the 
test, but taking the surrounding circum- 
stances into account you are to arrive, 
as an honest man, with a certain amount 
of agricultural skill and experience, at 
what would be a fair rent to pay for that 
farm. I trust that the Chief Secretary 
will give some assurance that this Report 
of the Fry Commission will be consigned 
to the pigeon-holes of the Irish Office, 
never to be acted on in legislation, and 
that he will also give a pledge to take 
care that the men, as far as he can ascer- 
tain, shall be fitted to fill the important 
position of Sub-Commissioners. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The right 
honourable Gentleman who has just 
spoken ended his remarks by expressinz 
the opinion that the fixing of a fair rent 
was a very easy matter. | am afraid that 
there are a good many persons attached 
to the Land Commission, at all cveats 
who have not found it very easy to satisfy 
both parties. If the fixing of a fair rent 
is easy, all I can say is, that practice has 
proved that it is by no means easy to 
satisfy both landlord and tenant at the 
same time that it is a fair rent. My 
honourable and gallant Fiiend the Mem- 
ber for Armagh remarked very truly 
that in all questions relating to the land 
Ireland was divided into two camps, in 
both of which there was a remarkable 
unanimity cf opinion. In one of these 
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camps there was a unanimous belief that 
the rents were fixed fairly, in the other 
camp the same unanimity that they were 
fixed unfairly. My honourable and 
gallant Friend said that the Fry Com- 
mmission was appointed in order that it 
might express an unbiased opinion 
upon these knotty questions, and he pro- 
ceeded to discuss the tribunal; and I 
certainly thought that after the exordium 
of his speech he would take into con- 
sideration the conclusion of the Com- 
mission as to whether on the whole rents 
in Ireland had been fixed too high or t20 
low. But when it came to that point, 
my honourable and gallant Friend 
swerved away. He declined to discuss 
that question, and, instead cf doing so, he 
proceeded to criticise the machinery of 
the Land Commission. A great many 
criticisms have been made against many 
of the methods of the Land Commission, 
but if we are to discuss the Report of the 
Fry Commissioners I think it is only fair 
that reference should be made to the 
general conclusions at which the Com- 
mission arrived on some of the principal 
points which were submitted to their 
judgment. One of those points was 
undoubtedly in connection with the 
general fixing of fair rent. It was urge 
by those whom my honourable Friend 
represents on this side of the House that 
the Assistant Land Commissioners had 
been engaged in a reckless and unjusti- 
fiable reduction of rents, and that they 
were still engaged in the same process. 


Cotonen SAUNDERSON: I did not 
say that. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am sorry 
my honourable and gallant Friend 
was not present when I made my re- 
marks, because I was saying that 
although he might say that the Fry Com- 
Inission was appointed to decide this 
question as to whether these rents were 
too high or too low, he did not proces] 
to discuss certain conclusions arrived at 
by the Fry Commission upon the pro- 
ceedings of the Land Commission. What 
was the conclusion of the Fry Commis- 
sion as to the general consequences of 
the work of the Commissioners and the 
results at which they arrived? I refer 
the Committee to page 12 of the Report. 
T take the following passage from a pira- 
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graph rather more than half way dowa 
page 12— 


“ As already mentioned, the work of the lay 
Assistant Commissioners and court valuers has 
in a few cases been reviewed by the expert 
members of the Commission ; but without any 
attempt to investigate the drainage by digying. 
With one exception, hereafter to be mentioned, 
they found no reason, so far as their invesii- 
gations went, to differ from the figures fixed 
by the lay Assistant Commissioners and court 
valuers. Of the holdings visited, the fair rent 
of one was fixed in the year 1894; the fair 
rents of five were fixed in the year 1895, two 
in the year 1896, and two in the year 1897. 
Of these, nine were first-term applications and 
one a second-term application. But the num- 
ber of farms visited was so small that, 
although we think it right to state the facts, 
we do not wish to draw trom them any general 
conclusion. We believe that, as a whole, the 
Assistant Commissioners and the court valuers 
have striven honestly, and to the best of their 
ability, to discharge the difficult duties cast 
upon them, and it is plain that their work is 
now done with more care and deliberation than 
in the early days of the Land Commission. 
Nevertheless it gives opportunity for dissatis- 
faction, and leaves much room for improye- 
ment.” 


I think the Committee will see that the 
wholesale denunciations of the Land Com- 
missioners indulged in not only by my 
honourable and gallant Friend the Mem- 
ber for Armagh, but by my honourabie 
Friend the Member for Belfast, are 
hardly justified by anything to be found 
in the Report of the Fry Commission. I 
refer the Committee to another passage 
even more extraordinary than that I have 
just read. It is page 25, commencing a 
few lines from the bottom of the 
page— 


“The question of the justice or injustice 
with which fair rents have been fixed has been 
forced on our attention by reason of the argu- 
ments to which we have referred; and it is 
perhaps right that we should not part with it 
without a few more observations. We have 
said that it was urged upon us on the one side 
that the fair rents were fixed so low as to 
compel the conclusion that the machinery 
worked unjustly towards the landlords, and, en 
the other hand, that they were fixed so high 
as to prove that it worked unjustly towards 
the tenants. We believe, as already stated,” 


—and I call the attention of the honour- 
able and gallant Member to this— 


“that in the early years of the Land Commis- 
sion rents were fixed higher than they would 
have been if the Commission had been endowed 
with the gift of prophecy ; but the facts that 
tenant-right generally continues to fetch high 
prices, that no land is derelict, that farmers 














1313 Supply. 


generally prosper, that the bank deposits of 
1896 are higher than ever; and the increase 
of the volume of farming stock in Ireland 
forbids the notion of a widespread injustice 
towards the tenants in the fixing of fair rents. 
On the other hand, cases have been produced 
before us in which it is difficult to reconcile, 
the very high prices paid for tenant-right 
where the tenant had no improvements, with 
the notion that the fair rent was adequate ; 
these cases are sufficient to make it plain that 
individual cases of miscarriage have occurred, 
and to confirm us in the opinion that in some 
instances an occupation interest has been 
allowed for. For the reasons already given, 
we find it impossible to form any certain 
judgment as to the extent to which this 
allowance has been made; but so far forth as 
it has ultimately acted in lowering the amount 
fixed for fair rent, it has obviously worked 
an injustice towards the landlords. We recog- 
uise that rents in Ireland have been greatly 
reduced ; but it is notorious that causes of a 
general character have operated to depress the 
rentals of all parts of the United Kingdom ; 
and to unravel the distinct operation of these 
several causes, and thus to isolate the effect 
of an allowance for occupation interest, passes 
our ability. We thus feel ourselves unable to 
conclude that the machinery of the Land Sta- 
tutes has been uniformly worked with injustice 
towards landlords. The recent Report of the 
Royal Commission on Agriculture shows that 
in the period since 1881 a great fall has taken 
place in Great Britain in rents, and in the 
value of agricultural property. They report 
that over a considerable part of Great Britain 
rent, which is a payment for the original 
powers of the land, ‘has entirely vanished ; 
since the owners are not receiving the ordinary 
interest upon the sums which it would cost 
to erect buildings, fences, ete., as good as 
those 


now existing.’ We are convinced, as 
we have already shown, that the settlement 
of fair rents has been effected in an unsatis- 


factory manner—with diversity of opinion and 
practice, sometimes with carelessness, and 
sometimes with that bias towards one side or 
the other which exists in many honest minds ; 
but we are also convinced that the administra- 
tion of justice has not been poisoned by any 
systematic endeavour on the part of the Com- 
missioners or of the Assistant Commissioners 
yo" benefit either side at the expense of the 
other.” 


I have read these extracts, which I admit 
are rather long, because I think it is 
important that the Committee should 
know what was the general conclusion 
arrived at by the Fry Commission. I 
venture to think that anybody who re 
members the type of language used 
before the appointment of the Fry Com- 
mission with regard to the results ar- 


rived at by the Assistant Commissioners, 
and then compares it with the conclu- 
sion arrived at by the Fry Commission, 
must come to the conclusion that, while 
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there is much to blame and much to 
criticise, the result of that Commission 
is, on the whole, to acquit them of bias 
or any charge of that sort. So much for 
general conclusions arrived at by the Fry 
Commissioners. I now come to some 
special criticisms. These criticisms ar= 
very numerous. If the recommendations 
made by the Commissioners were carried 
out some of them would have to be car- 
ried out by legislation, others by tha 
Administrative Act of the Land Com- 
missioners themselves, and others again 
by the Land Commissioners, with the 
consent of the Government and of the 
Treasury. As regards the first class of 
recommendations after the experience of 
this House during the last 15 years or 
more I do not think there is any party 
in this House which would like to see a 
fresh attempt made to reopen the ques- 
tion of Irish land legislation. I cannot 
help observing one thing. My honour- 
able and gallant Friend called attention 
to the position of the county court judge 
who, he said, is not giving justice in all 


cases, and merely gives way to the 
opinions of the valuers whom he em- 
ploys. In the Bill of 1896 we proposed 


to abolish the jurisdiction of the county 
court judge in the fixing of fair rents, 
which is also one of the very recommen- 
dations made by the Fry Commission. 
That suggestion received no countenance 
from either side of the House or from 
my right honourable Friend. The Fry 
Commission ends its Report by suggest- 
ing that one of the best ways out of the 
difficulties which Irish land legislation 
has created would be the establishment 
of a court of bankruptcy for the fixing 
of rents. In 1896 I devoted how much 
time I cannot say to the elaboration of 
such a clause, but again the system 
which I had elaborated with so much 
labour received no approval from either 
that side of the House or from this side. 
I only mention these facts in order to 
bring home to the Committee the diffi- 
culties in which we should certainly find 
ourselves if we once again reopened the 
question of Irish land legislation. With 
regard to the other proposals of the Fry 
Commission, I think they are 
worthy of careful consideration. 


mos" 


The 


point to which my honourable and gal- 
lant Friend attached most importance 
was the question of the permanence of 





3D 



















































ea 





1315 Supply. 


tenure of those engaged in fixing fair 
rents, and on this matter the right 
honourable Gentleman opposite, though 
he did not agree with the honourable 
and gallant gentleman in many things, 
did agree with him in this. But he also 
said that the Report of the Fry Com- 
mission was absolutely valueless, and 
then immediately afterwards he said that 
the proper thing to do was to make the 
appointment of these Commissioners per. 
manent. That is a matter to which he 
attached the utmost importance, and it 
was also the most important recommen- 
dation of the Fry Commission. With 
regard to this point I must express my 
opinion that more weight has been 
attached to it than can fairly be attached 
to the question of permanence of tenure. 
I do not for a moment admit that, simply 
because of an Assistant Commissioner’s 
appointment being of a limited duration 
he is therefore under a temptation to 
increase the rents in order to create 
work. 


*Mr. Serseantr HEMPHILL : He 
should be as far above suspicion as 
Cesar’s wife. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think he is under the slightest tempta 
tion to increase or lower the rents, nor 
do I think that experience shows that 
those Commissioners who hold their 
appointments for a year are necessarily, 
or generally, for that reason less to be 
trusted than those who are permanent 
officers of the Commission. My own 
belief is that it is rather the other way ; 
so far as these motives operate on these 
gentlemen they operate in this way— 
that they are more careful and more 
anxious to do their work well than those 
who are permanently appointed, and who 
are therefore secure in their position. 
That is my own private belief, but I quite 
admit that there seems to be an almost 
universal suspicion, both among lana. 
lords and tenants, that the effect of 
temporary tenure is to impair the inde. 
pendence and the fairness of the Assis- 
tant Land Commissioners, and, _ if 
that is so, it is a strong argument for 
lifting—as my honourable and gallant 
Friend has said—these gentlemen above 
the atmosphere of suspicion: but T do 
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not think my honourable and gallant 
Friend has realised the enormous diffi. 
culties in the way. It is practically im 
possible to make all these gentlemen 
permanent officers. Just let me state to 
the Committee the fluctuations since 
1881 in the numbers of the Assistant 
Commissioners. In 1881 24 lay Assis- 
tant Commissioners were employed ix 
fair rent work. This number was in 
creased up to 1883, when 68 were em 
ployed, and that was in consequence of 
the amount of work that was necessary 
to be performed. In the following year 
the number was reduced to 29, and then 
they were again increased to 86, but 
then the work decreasing it went down 
to 8. From that year the number was 
augmented gradually up to 1889, when 
it reached 64, and then for the period 
1892-95 it fell to 18, since which date 
the number has again gradually risen 
above high-water mark, namely, 81; so 
that the Committee will see that since 
1881 the fluctuations have ranged be- 
tween 8 and 81. Now I put it to the 
Committee—is it possible for any Chie? 
Secretary, under these circumstances, to 
defend the appointment of 81 permanent 
Assistant Commissioners on the ground 
that for a short time, perhaps for a year 
or a year and a half, 81 members are 
required, and for the next three years 
only eight are required? The thiag is 
preposterous, and it is absolutely im- 


possible to accept such a sugges 
tion as that. Throughout the Ses. 
sion of 1896, when land legislation 


was under discussion in 
I earnestly requested my 


this House, 
honourable 


Friends not to complicate the work 
of the Land Commission more than 
was absolutely necessary, because 


the inevitable difficulty wouid be the 
appointment of a larger number of Com- 
missioners, and if you have a larger 
number of Commissioners you get a lower 
average upon it. My honourable Friends 
never listened to my _  advice—they 
insisted upon burdening the Commis- 
sioners, and the consequence is that the 
number of Commissioners is higher than 
it has ever been before, because two 
Commissioners are always to be present 
at the first inspection of the holding, and 
if it be necessary to increase that num- 
ber it is to be increased. I mention 
these difficulties, not because we are not 
prepared to go as far as possible in the 
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direction of making the tenure of these 
Assistant Commissioners more permanent 
than it is at present, but in order that 
the Committee may see that what is 
asked for—namely, that the whole num- 
ber of the Commissioners should be per- 
manent Commissioners, entitled to pen- 
sions—is absolutely impossible. I have 
gone so fully into that question becaus2 
it is a question on which so much stress 
has been laid on both sides of the House 
this evening. I should like to refer to 
another point made by my honourable 
Friend the Member for Great Yarmouth. 
He referred to the question of deteriora- 
tion. I agree with him that one of the 
evils of this system of fixing fair rents 
now established in Ireland is that 
towards the end of a tenancy there is a 
tendency on the part of the tenant to 
deteriorate the land, whereby, perhaps, a 
lower rent might be fixed upon it, but 
upon this point the Land Commission 
are perfectly prepared to move in the 
direction indicated in the Report of the 
Fry Commission, and I am able to in- 
form my honourable and gallant Friend 
that a comparatively short time ago the 
Land Commission absolutely refused to 
fix a fair rent, because the land had been 
deteriorated. 





Mr. DILLON: Was that a legal act? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, it was 
under the ninth section of the Act of 
1881. 


*Mr. Sergeant HEMPHILL Was 
there an appeal from the Land Commis- 
sion to the Court of Appeal because that 
was a question of law? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


aware that there was. 


I am not 


*Mr. Sersveant HEMPHILL 
there ought to be one. 


Then 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: At all 
events, the Land Commissioners, so far 
as they can, are perfectly willing to fall 
in with any of those suggestions of the 


Fry Commission that are here set out, 
and which appear to be reasonable. With 
regard to the fixity of tenure, that is a 
matter with which the Land Commis- 
sioners cannot deal without the consent 
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of the Government and the Treasury. 
I can only say on that point that while, 
in consequence of the burden imposed 
upon me owing to the Irish Local 
Government Bill, I have not been able 
to go into the matters raised by the Fry 
Commission, it is my intention to do so 
at a future date, and I trust that, so far 
as those recommendations are concerned 
which can be carried out, and are reason- 
able, we shall certainly not fail to give 
them effect. 


Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): The honour- 
able and gallant Member has had a great 
deal to say about the working of the 
Land Act, but he has offered no substi- 
tution, it appears to me, for the present 
state of things. I am an owner of lands 
in the county which he represents, and 
I consider that the Land Act to me has 
been a great advantage, because my 
rents are certainly better paid than they 
were before the tenants were placed 
under the Land Act, and I consider it is 
a great advantage indeed to the land- 
lords of Ireland that Mr. Gladstone 
carried an Act which brought with it so 
many blessings to the landlords and also 
to the tenants. Before the Land Act 
of 1881 the people in Ireland were driven 
off their land as birds off a field. Since 
that time they have had a local habita- 
tion and a name. That legislation has 
encouraged industry, «nd has been of im- 
mense benefit to the people and the land- 
lords of Ireland. It has been a beneiit 
to the landlords because they now get 
their rents paid more regularly, and 
justice has been done to them and to the 
people over whom they used to domineer. 
I did not rise for the purpose of inflicting 
a speech on the House upon a matter so 
threadbare as this, but merely to express 
the hope that the Government will en- 
courage the tenants to live and thrive. 
The landlords have had their day, and 
I think it is time that the people who 
have improved the soil, who have 
laboured diligently for their families and 
homes, should have that position in the 
country to which they are entitled. 


Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): A great 
deal has been said about deterioration, 
but I do not consider that the Report of 
the Fry Commission in any way upholds 
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the view that deterioration to any con- 
siderable extent has taken place. The 
Land Commission was constituted of an 
English judge; the landlords of Ireland 
were represented by one of the most 
extreme landlords of Ireland; there was 
no representation whatever of the 
tenants ; and surely when they came to 
the conclusion that no injustice had been 
done to the landlords by way of deterio- 
ration, that ought to be satisfactory. Bur 
the great complaint made by the land- 
lords was still the question of deteriora- 
tion. I must say that I have had great 
experience cf the land courts, and I have 
never yet heard any evidence of deterio- 
ration given in any court that satisfied 
the Sub-Commissioners that there was 
any ground for it. Every person knows 
that all the improvements made on the 
land in Ireland were made by the tenants 
—at least, scarcely any are ever made 
by the landlords. That is how the Irish 
land question differs from the English, 
because here the landlords do everything 
and equip the farm for enjoyment. In 
Ireland it is different, where, as I have 
said, the whole of the improvements are 
made by the tenants. I remember well 
that, before a small Committee which was 
appointed to inquire into this matter, 
the honourable Member for Southampton 
asked an official, 


“Would there be any fear of the tenant 
allowing his farm to fall into a state of deteri- 
oration towards the end of fifteen years?” 


The official replied that it would be easy 
enough if the tenant could put the rocks 
back into the holes from which he had 
dug them. To my mind, that reply 
crystallises the actual state of the case. 
The tenants of Ireland have everything 
to gain by improving the land, and the 
landlord has nothing now to. gain. 
Any deterioration which takes place 
takes place upon farms from which the 
tenants have been evicted. These farms 
fall into the hands of the landlords, who 
allow them to go to waste and to deterio- 
rate; but the land occupied by the 
tenant farmer is day by day progressing 
from one state of improvement to another 
state of improvement, and there is no 
ground for the landlords making that 
complaint. There was a serious com- 
plaint, I know, made in Ulster with refe- 
rence to the Fry Commission, and this 
Mr..McCartan. 
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is very relevant to the question of the 
Special Commissioners. lt was said that 
they took no evidence whatever with 
reference to the Ulster custom. The 
Ulster custom was a question which 
ought to be taken into consideration in 
fixing a fair rent, because tne Ulster 
custom is an equivalent interest. There 
is a Report which is to be found in a 
book written by one of the most learned - 
of lawyers—I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman will admit that that 1s so 
—Isaac Butt. In this book it was said 
with reference to the Ulster custom that 
where improved land was to to be found 
it was worth about seven years’ purchase. 
That is not now taken into consideration 
as part of the property of the tenant in 
fixing the fair rent. All the improve 
ments are taken into consideration, but 
in addition to that there is the rent 
charged on the land. That has never 
been allowed to the tenants at present. 
No doubt some of the Sub-Commissioners 
write across the paper that this land 
has been improved subject to the Ulster 
custom, but no allowance has been made 
in respect thereof. That is an injustice 
of which the tenants have a right to 
complain, and I do hope it will be put 
right. There are two classes of Com- 
missioners. There is one class that see 
a place and fix a fair rent; but there is 
another class—a far more dangerous 
class—known as court valuers. Their 
duties are in connection with the Court 
of Appeal. They are sent out after 
appeals are lodged by the landlord for a 
revision of the rents fixed by the other 
Sub-Commissioners who have heard the 
case and listened to all the evidence 
But all these court valuers see are the 
pink papers. This, to my mind, is one 
of the greatest evils at present in cov- 
nection with the administration of the 
land laws in Ireland, and I believe that 
that can be only properly dealt with by 
further legislation, and I hope that the 
Chief Secretary will take into considera- 
tion wnat ought to be done with these 
court valuers. I have known myself of 
a court valuer who was sent by the Chief 
Commissioner to inspect lands and to 
revise the rents fixed by the Sub-Com- 
missioners, who was the very Sub-Com. 
missioner who at the time of the Land 
Act was one of the two laymen fixing 
fair rents. He was naturally a bit 
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jealous on finding those fair rents fixed 
for the first term reduced by the Com- 
missioners fixing them for the second 
term. The opinion of the farmers was 
that he entered into the investigation 
with a considerable bias in favour of the 
fair rents fixed for the first term by him- 
self, and I daresay that what has taken 
place in this county has taken place in 
other counties. I have heard of Jand- 
lords who always allow cases of the fixing 
of fair rents to go by default, and after- 
wards to lodge appeals, and that is done 
for the express purpose of putting the 
tenants to expense ; and then it happens 
that cases go before the Chief Commis- 
sioner which have never been before the 
Sub-Commissioner, and I do think that 
that sort of practice ought to be in some 
way modified because it is a very great 
grievance throughout all Ireland at the 
present moment. There was one case 
which came before the Fry Commission 
in which a landlord said that since the 
passing of the 1896 Act he had never 
appeared before the Sub-Commissioner 
at all; he relied upon the Chief Com- 
missioner, whom I say the landlords 
look upon as a friendly Commissioner 
for them. 


Mr. FLYNN: I have listened to this 
Debate in Committee for some time, and 
I want to know what was the object of 
the honourable and gallant Gentleman in 
bringing forward these criticisms of the 
Land Commission, and that train of 
thought is naturally somewhat strength- 
ened by the present state of the oppo- 
site benches—not a single Irish land- 
lord has been here for a _consider- 
able time, and their absence is a striking 
proof of the utter hollowness of the 
attack that has been made this evening 
upon the Land Commission, and it is a 
proof of the absence of all reality of 
the criticisms which have come from the 
other side. This action to-night on be- 
half of the Irish landlord representatives 
is, I take it, part of the system indulged 
in during the last 12 months of organised 
intimidation of the Commissioners, and 


{15 Juny 1898} 








Supply. 1322 


the Assistant Commissioners more 
especially, with a view to the second term 
of official rents—there can be no doubt 
about it- They get a tip from a noble 
lord that they should agitate. Hence 
this Commission was appointed, and they 
have been hoist with their own petard ; 
for, in all the salient features of this 
land question the Commissioners—partial 
though they were, and undoubtedly 
appointed as they were in the landlord 
interest—have reported in the main 
features against the landlords’ action. 
It is very sad to think that the land- 
lords, who seem to be very well content 
with the legislation which is being given 
for the benefit of the tenants, should 
have embarked again on this dangerous 
and selfish agitation, because it calls to 
my mind that, shortly after the passing 
of the Act of 1881, the same class of 
gentlemen—not in this Chamber, but in 
the other House—promoted an agitation 
against the Sub-Commissioners. Debates 
were held, censure was passed upon the 
operation of the Land Act, with the 
result, of course, that the Commissioners 
of that day were intimidated, and most 
unfair rents were fixed upon the tenants, 





as is proved to be the case by the evi- 
dence of anybody whose experience is 
worth listening to. It is very dreadful 
for the landlords in these days of uni- 
versal and widespread depression to em- 
bark on an agitation of this kind and to 
seek to put that pressure by means of 
the Fry Commission and by other means 
upon these people who are engaged upon 
very difficult and delicate work. I 
myself have always refrained from pass- 
ing any strictures on the Commissioners 
because I know and recognise how truly 
difficult their work is. But I do say 
this, that unless you give these Com- 
missioners an independence it is 
thoroughly impossible for them to be 
independent and to stand firm and im- 
partial between landlord and _ tenant. 
From a Return I find that of the 75 
Assistant Commissioners, including the 
legal Commissioners, 51 are temporary ; 
and I believe, if I am not misinformed, 
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that the bulk of these 51 are appointed 
to terminate on the 3lst December, 
1898; and whether they will be re- 
appointed or not will of course depend 
upon the Land Commission, and upon 
the advice of the Chief Secretary. After 
all, when attacks are made upon their 
impartiality, it must be remembered that 
they are but men, and that they are 
liable to be swayed by the impulses that 
sway ordinary men, and by motives of a 
personal character. Considerations of a 
personal character are bound to operate 
upon the minds of these men, and when 
they are conscious of the fact that at 
the end of the present year their tenure 
of office will cease, unless they be re- 


appointed, they are bound to look 
at the matter from a personal point 
of view and to bring what influence 


those who have 
the giving away of these appointments. 
Who can doubt, with all the traditions 
and all the surroundings of Dublin Castle, 
landlord influence is overwhelming in the 
appointment of the Commissioners in 
Treland ? 


they have to bear upon 


It is not new, it is well known 
to the tenant, and could not well be 
otherwise. From the very day of the 
passing of the Act in 1881, owing to the 
traditions and surroundings and associa- 
tions in Ireland, that dominant influence 
proceeds from the landlord party and 
their friends, and it has followed as a 
natural consequence that the bulk of 
these Commissioners, unintentionally no 
doubt, have a leaning towards the land- 
lord side. I think, under the circum- 
stances, it is little short of impertinence 
on the part of the landlords to come 
forward here with their complaints of the 
Commissioners and the Land Act. We 
have heard to-night of the contention as 
to improvements. I think it is accepted 
as an element of Irish agricultural life 
that the whole of the improvements that 
have been made on Irish land have been 
made by the tenants. I do not know 
whether the House remembers that re- 
mark made by a well-known nobleman, 
who was neither a Home Ruler nor a 
tenant, nor in any way interested—TI mean 
Lord Cowper, who, in defending the find- 
Mr. Flynn. 
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ing of his own Commission, made a re- 
markable statement to the House of Lords, 
He said it had been estimated that, taking 
the average of the land, rich and poor, 
fertile and unfertile, throughout Ireland 
at 10s. 6d. or lls. an acre, the 6d. an 
acre would represent the landlords’ im- 
provements. In the face of a statement 
like that, in the face of common know- 
ledge, we have these gentlemen coming 
forward and talking about deterioration, 
and ignoring altogether the cardinal 
fact that the improvements are made by 
the tenants, and that in so far as our 
rents are fixed by Commissioners or any- 
body else upon those improvements, a 


very great injustice and a legalised 
robbery is perpetrated against the 


tenants. Deterioration, as my honourable 
Friend said a moment ago, is well known 
in Ireland; but if the tenant fixes the 
tenure, and his improvements are re- 
hear very little 

What is the cause of 
It is this: when a tenant 
goes to court and finds that upon his 
improvements the Commissioners fix the 
rent, then I say it has a paralysing in- 
fluence upon improvements, and is @ 
distinct deterrent to the proper cultiva 
tion and improvement of the soil. Tf 
there is a system which paralyses the 
energies of the tenant it is the system of 


pected, you about 
deterioration. 


deterioration? 


compelling him to pay rent upon im- 
provements which he himself has made. 
If it be true that towards the conclusion 
of a statutory term there is a tendency 
upon the part of a tenant to allow his 
improvements to run out, and the farm to 
become deteriorated, it is entirely due to 
the fact that the Commissioners do not 
take into account and value properly the 
improvements made by the tenant upon 
the soil. This is a very important ques- 
Now, the 
Gentleman who spoke a 


tion of policy. honourable 


moment ago 
gave us some very important informa- 
tion as to these Civil Bill Courts. I 
ask the right honourable Gentleman, is 
there any other court of justice—we 
must call them that I suppose, the courts 
of fair rent—is there any other court in 
the three kingdoms where an appeal 
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arises where a case goes to appeal before 
it goes to the court of first instance! 
Is there any other court in the world in 
which an appeal can be heard where one 
of the suitors has not been to the court 
below? It is a contradiction in terms. I 
cast my eye over a morning paper about 
a month ago, or a couple of months ago, 
and I noticed that there was an appeal 
in the county of Limerick—appeals are 
very numerous on a question of fair rent, 
and the reductions or increases are very 
small. There was one case where there 
was an old rent of £42, it was reduced 
to £32, the landlord appealed, and it 
was raised to £35 ; in that case the Com- 
missioners never saw the land. In 
another case the old rent was £16, that 
was reduced to £13 7s., and raised on 
appeal to £14 8s. Now, is it comprehen- 
sible that these Commissioners can judge 
the value of land to 21s.? They raised 
the rent by 21s. Then there are cases I 
see where rent has been raised 5s. or 10s. 
on rents of £10 or £15, and the expense 
to the unfortunate tenants in those cases 
would swallow up the result of five years 
reduction of rent. It is to be hoped that 
if the Government cannot deal with any 
other portion of the Commission it will 
deal with this question of appeal, be- 
cause, to be an appeal at all, it should be 
an appeal upon law or upon fact, and 
there should not be an appeal allowed 
where the landlord and tenant have not 
put in an appearance before the sub- 
sidiary Commission. There were some 
strictures passed upon the county court 
judges, as I understand, by one honour- 
able Gentleman, but there are some 
cases where the county court judges give 
substantial reductions in rent, but in 
those places the landlords take their 
cases away from the county courts to 
the subsidiary Commissioners, where they 
know they have rights and the tenants 
have none. That is to be regretted, be- 
cause the county court is a court of 
experience, and a court where a case 
can be heard rapidly, and where the 
judge is more or less conversant with 
the value of the land in his district, and 
it is a poor man’s court where the tenant 
could get a fair rent impartially fixed 
without undue expense. 
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Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.):I heard 
the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary to-night, 
and the honourable Member for West Bel- 
fast, and I could not help, as I heard 
his exordium, recollecting a speech of one 
of the most responsible Members of the 
Irish Party that ever sat in this House. 
The honourable Member commenced by 
launching a fearful indictment in general 
terms against the Land Commission, but 
when he came to particularising he dwelt 
on the most trivial matters imaginable. 
One land Commissioner went and in- 
spected land when it was under water. 
Another man went and inspected land 
without giving the landlord notice, and 
so forth. The most trivial cases. If he 
could have proved those cases were 
numerous there would have been some- 
thing in his complaint. If all the land 
Commissioners inspected the land when 
it was under water it would have been 
an extremely ridiculous proceeding, and 
would have been condemned in any court 
in the world. But it was only in one 
instance, and even in that instance the 
explanation that was given did away with 
the statement altogether. I do not hold 
a brief for the Land Commission, but all 
I can say is that if all that can be alleged 
against the Land Commission is that 
which is advanced by the evidence given 
before the Fry Commission, which the 


hcnourable Member for West Belfast read. 


to-night, the Land Commission is 
thoroughly vindicated. For my own part, 
I am not surprised that the landlords, 
although they commenced this discus- 
sion, are not present here to-night. In 
point of fact their attack has developed 
into a sham battle, because the only fact 
of any importance whatever, in my 
opinion, in the Fry Commission is that, 
notwithstanding the mistakes made by 
the Commissioners, and notwithstanding 
the fact that they had done wrong, the 
Fry Commission reports that no injustice 
was done to the landlords in fixing the 
rents; and not only that, they go further, 
and they endorse the statements we have 
made here for years, that the rents fixed 
by the old Commission were fixed too high. 
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It is nonsense to say, especially after the 
report of this Commission, that no case 
has been made out for any fresh legisla- 
tion on this subject. Some of the minor 
suggestions of the Commission I do not 
hesitate to say I would adopt myself; but 
what I regret is the want of permanence 
in the tenure of office of those Sub- 
Commissioners; and as to that, I really 
do not see the enormous difficulty in the 
way of the Chief Secretary, to which he 
alluded to-night, as to the appointment 
of fresh Commissioners. No doubt the 
work will decrease after a few years, and 
no doubt there may be some of those 
gentlemen without employment. Is that 
so great an evil? Are there men to ad- 
minister justice in a court of this kind 
who can be suspected, whether rightly or 
wrongly, of not being the best and most 
efficient judges. I do not care, if he 
puts a permanent staff on the Land Com- 
mission, how much it costs the Treasury. 
I do admit from his point of view there 
is a difficulty in adding, without absolute 
necessity, a number of permanent of- 
ficials. At the same time, I say there is 
much difference between adding to the 
number of permanent officials and ap- 
pointing men who, I have no hesitation 
in saying, because they are not per- 
manent, are not trusted by the people. 
He says that instead of their being dis- 
trusted they ought to be more trusted, 
because they do their work better. Well, 
now, I really thought that a man of the 
acute judgment and intelligence of the 
right honourable Gentleman would not 
have indulged in an argument of that 
kind. That argument would apply to 
judges of the land. There are judges 
who have to decide questions of law and 
not questions of fact, just as the judges 
of the High Court of Justice. To 
that they would be more likely to be 
trusted because they would do their work 
better, not being permanent, is a reversal 


say 


of the constitutional principle which has 
been enforced in this country for the 
Jast hundred years, and which it would 
have cost any Minister his place to try 
to reverse. Another suggestion of the 
Mr. Clancy. 
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Fry Commission was that there should 
be some approach, at all events, to 
establish an automatic system of fixing 
the rents. Of course everybody would 
like that if it could be accomplished ; 
but the right honourable Gentleman was 
quite right in saying that when he pro- 
posed an automatic system a few years 
ago he got no support on the other side 
of the House ; and if he proposes it again 
I for my part would oppose it again, for 
I believe it is better to satisfy the people 
that they have justice done to them than 
by a short and ready method to accom- 
plish the same ends. The fact is that 
in Ireland, and perhaps, I fancy, in most 
countries as well, people like to have 
their cases threshed out in public—they 
run for their money. 
When they employ counsel or a solicitor 
they like to have the thing fought out 
to the bitter end; and if they are de- 
feated, if they dont get as good a reduc- 


like to have a 


tion of rent on the one hand, or if, on 
the other, the landlord does not succeed 
as well as he hoped, each party, if feeling 
perfect confidence, would under those cir- 
cumstances go home more contented 
than he would under the most ingenious 
automatic system which even the right 
honourable Gentleman could imagine. 
The question of appeals was referred to ; 
but I do not want to express for myself a 
deterrent opinion upon the question of 
appeals. But there is one case in which 
appeals, in my opinion, ought not to be 
allowed in the future. I do not know 
whether the thing can be accomplished 
without fresh legislation, but if it can 
be the Government ought to act on the 
recommendation of the Fry Commission 
Report or, at all events, upon the cases 
referred to in that Report—the passage 
in the Report in which mention is made 
of a practical command to some agent 
at all 


in the court below, for the express pur- 


and some landlord not to appeal 


pose of being able to go to the Court of 
Appeal. I think it is too bad that you 
should forego your opportunities of tak- 
ing your case to the lower and cheaper 
tribunal ; it is too bad to put upon the 
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successful litiyant the expense, trouble, 
inconvenience, and delay that are caused 
by an appeal. I suppose it cannot be 
accomplished by rule; but if it can be 
accomplished by rule, I say that the facts 
mentioned in the Fry Commission Report 
would be sufficient justification for any 
action that might be taken by the 
Government in the direction I have indi- 
cated. If no injustice has been done to 
the landlords in the fixing of the rents, 
as is made perfectly plain by the Re- 
port of the Commission, I do not admit 
for my part that any injustice has been 
done to the tenant; and I would draw 
the attention of the Committee to one 
circumstance, of which I will give proof, 
which came before the Fry Commission 
itself. The question of deterioration has 
been referred to to-night, and I do not 
want to allude to the matter. I imagine 
that, whatever may have been done in 
the past in respect to it, what is going 
on now proves that the tenant will not 
in the future get any advantage from 
deteriorating his holding or allowing his 
holding to get into a deteriorated state 
for the purpose of getting a low rent 
fixed. There is another side of the ques- 
tion in with this matter. 
with this matter, it is 
notorious that rents have been fixed in 
Ireland without any regard to the rent 
paid previously by the tenant. Now, the 
House will be interested in one case, the 
figures of which I will give. 


connection 
Tn connection 


In the year 
1797 the rent of the farm was £76 15s. 
The lease expired in 1825, when the rent 
was raised to £90 2s. 7d. In 1846 there 
was a slight reduction of rent, the rent 
being £87 19s. 5d. The famine inter- 
vened between 1846 and 1848. The rent 
in 1846 accordingly was reduced to £65 
19s. 6d. The exterminator, 
John George Adair, purchased the estate 
in 1886, and he raised the rent from 
£65 19s. 6d. to £182 Os. 4d. It was 
evident from the raising of the rent that 
the farm was of more value. Who made 
it of more value? The tenants had made 
the improvements, and this man, John 
George Adair, in a letter to one of his 


notorious 
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tenants said that he could not have better 
tenants. Thus the improvements of 
those persons whose rents have been 
raised are confiscated. When the case 
came before the Land Commission, what 
didthey do! The rent was fixed in the year 
1881 at £125, that is to say, £35 higher 
than it had been in the best time of 
Irish agriculture, namely, the era of the 
Napoleonic wars. It is quite evident that 
the Land Commission made a very inade- 
quate reduction, although the rent had 
been previously so high. Although the 
rent had been raised from £65 to £182, 
they had not the moral courage to cut 
it down. When the rent came to be 
fixed they fixed it at £109, or £30 higher 
than it was in 1825. The inference I 
draw from this is that the rents in such 
cases were fixed without regard to the 
increase of rent that had been made, and 
that the judges of the Commission ex- 
hibited in those cases—I will not say 
malice prepense—but a want of moral 
courage to cut it down; because, if they 
gave an adequate reduction some land- 
lord in this House would ask a question 
about it, and the tenure of office would 
be cut very short. Well, the Fry Com- 
mission have made certain recommenda- 
I do not intend to dwell upon the 
minor recommendations of the Fry Com- 
mission. But there is one very impor- 
tant recommendation to which I trust 
the Chief Secretary will not pay any at- 
tention for his own sake and the sake 
of the peace of Ireland. The Fry Com- 
mission pointed out that there were two 
kinds of evidence offered, or possible to 
fixing 


tions. 


be offered, before tribunals for 
rents—popular evidence, consisting of 
surrounding circumstances, such as the 
want of employment for people in the 
district, the scarcity of land for small 
and the circumstances 


tenants, other 


which have created the land hunger in 
Ireland and many other countries; and, 
on the other hand, technical evidence, 
namely, the evidence as to the value of 
the farm, its taxable capacity, and things 
of that kind. They pointed out that 
since the Act of 1886 the tendency has 
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been to pay more attention to the latter 
kind of evidence, namely, the technical 
evidence. I for one rejoice at that fact. 
The bulk of the Commission thought that 
a change should be made in the law; at 
all events, they assumed that it could 
be done without a change in the law, and 
that rules should be made by which more 
attention would be given to the popular 
evidence. The Land Commission should 
make rules, making the rent of a farm 
dependent upon such circumstances. To 
introduce this popular evidence into these 
cases would really be going back to the 
system of competition rents, which we 
all thought was abolished by the Land 
Act of 1881. I maintain to do that is 
really to overturn the law of 1881, and 
all the Acts which have been passed 
I believe the result of a 
change like that would be to bring about 
disturbances in Ireland such as gave birth 
to the Land League. I fancy that the 
Government would take a long time to 
deliberate before they endorsed such a 
change. 


since then. 


I cannot but express the indig- 
nation that I feel that a man like Sir 
Edward Fry, who, one would think, was 
able to construe an Aci like this, a dis- 
tinguished jurist and a distinguished 
judge, should have come to the conclu- 
sion and put it on paper that within the 
four corners of legislation of the year 
1881 it was possible to introduce a sys- 
tem of competition which we all thought 
had been abolished by the Act of 1881. 
I do not feel much anxiety myself, but 
I warn the House that if the thing is 
ever done they will regret it. 


Mr. DILLON: My honourable and 
gallant friend the Member for North 
Armagh attacked in the most lurid and 
ferocious manner the working of the 
Land Act in Ireland. He drew a picture 
in which he gave the impression to any- 
one not acquainted with the ways of the 
honourable and gallant Member that the 
state of things was worse than in the 
Fiji Islands. He then returned to the 
terrace to smoke or have a cup of coffee, 
doubtless regarding the thing as a huge 
joxe. The present display to-night is a 
Mr. Clancy. 
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demonstration of force for fear they 
might not get fair play in the constitu- 
tion of the machinery. But who ap- 
pointed the Commission and who made 
the machinery? Why the men whom he 
supports in this House. The honourable 
and gallant Member used extravagant 
and outrageous language in describing 
the condition of Ireland. He said it was 
a condition that could not exist in any 
other country in the world. He de- 
scribed it as a condition intolerable to 
the landlords, saying that no other civi- 
lised community of men had had similar 
experiences. One would have supposed 
that one was listening to the speech of a 
Home Ruler. Did he forget that all the 
legislation and this machinery was the 
product of the best wisdom of this great 
House? If this is all the Union can do 
for the honourable and gallant Member, 
the sooner he becomes a Home Ruler the 
and attempt improve this 
abominable of He said 
Irish landlords were placed at the mercy 
of itinerant or peripatetic three-guinea-a- 
day men. 


better, to 


state things. 


Who appointed them, and to 
We don't 


three-guinea-a-day 


whom are they responsible! 


like these itinerant 


men any more than the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman. That is one point 
which has emerged from this discussion 
on which we all agree. These men are 
responsible for the rents to the Govern- 
ment the landlords 


are supporting. 


There was no reality whatever in the 





‘absurd and high-falutin’ complaint made 
| by the honourable and gallant Member 
I turn to the Report of the Fry 
I that, 
opinion, some of the honourable Mem- 
on behalf 
of the tenants have greatly minimised the 
importance of that Report. 
as a very important 


| to-day. 


Commission. must say in my 


bers who have spoken to-day 
1 regard it 


I think 
that a more dangerous or mischievous 


teport ‘ 


document has not been launched since 
the Act of 1881. Why was the Fry Com- 
mission appointed? I recollect that we 
were kept up in this House night after 
night in an outrageous attempt to drive 


through the House of Commons in the 
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small hours the Land Bill of 1896, which 
has been described as the worst-drafted 
and most unintelligible Measure ever 
passed through the House. I remember 
we were solaced by the consolation that 
this was going to finally settle the Irish 
land question. We have often heard 
that before; but on this occasion we 
were assured that if we only sat up till 
five o’clock in the morning every night 
for a week or ten days we would get 
rid of the Irish question, and that it 
would not trouble us any more. The ink 
was hardly dry, the Measure had only 
been in operation six months, when the 
landlords came clamouring to Lord Salis- 
bury, and under the advice of Lord Salis- 
bury they instituted an agitation which 
resulted in the appointment of the Com- 
mission ; so that before a year was over 
we were launched again on the old 
familiar question of the Irish land. The 
Trish land question was opened up again, 
and it ripped up some of the most con- 
tentious matters in the question, as the 
right honourable Gentleman will find be- 
fore he is very much older. I was greatly 
struck the other day in reading the 
Morning Post, a newspaper that speaks 
for a large class of the supporters of the 
right honourable Gentleman. The Morn- 
ing Post said that the Fry Commission 
had achieved one of its main objects 
already, because it had frightened the 
irresponsible men who had been going 
about Ireland keeping down the rents 
of Irish land to an intolerable extent. 
That is a perfectly true and just com- 
ment on the action of the Fry Commis- 
sion. There is not the slightest doubt 
that the opinion of that Commission has 
been apparent in the Land Commission. 
Since then the nation and the tenants 
have treated in a very different 
way from what they were before the 
document believe that 
was one of the objects for which the Fry 
Commission was appointed. It 


been 


was issued. [ 
was 

sop thrown to the landlords, and to some 
extent to off their clamour; and 
another object intimidate the 
itinerant three-guinea-a-day Sub-Com- 


buy 


was to 
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missioners. It is curious to note the ex- 
traordinary difference in the comments of 
the English Press from time to time. I 
am not going to go into this Commission 
at great length, but I desire to say L 
differ from some men on these benches 
in treating the Report as a document of 
little or no importance. I think it is @ 
most mischievous document. We never 
recognised the Fry Commission as an 
impartial or independent tribunal. It 
was presided over by a man eminent in 
the knowledge of the law and of high 
character. But a man more unfit to in- 
vestigate the problem of Irish land tenure 
I could not possibly conceive. He was a 
man of great and acute intellect and of 
the highest possible character, but aman 
steeped to the lips in the knowledge and 
traditions and prejudices of English 
equity law, and he went to Ireland pre- 
judiced most violently against all the ob- 
ligations of the Land Commission and the 
whole system on which it was based. 
He was the author, I believe, of a great 
and classical treatise on contracts; and 
he was sent over, forsooth, as the judge. 
I could see from the moment he took his 
seat in court that his whole attitude was 
as if he had been sent out to investigate 
the systems of the Fiji Islanders. His 
whole manner was one of ill-concealed 
disgust at the system which he was going 
to investigate. If he had taken tea on 
the Terrace with the honourable and gal- 
lant Member he would have joined him 
in denouncing the system of Ireland. I 
say that without desiring to utter any- 
thing disrespectful or uncivil to Mr. 
Justice Fry, for whom I retain a very 
great respect in some regards. I say 
that he showed at the outset of these pro- 
ceedings, so long as I was present in the 
court, a marked bias against the tenants, 
both by the questions he put and by 
his treatment of the witnesses. He re- 
fused to recognise it as a fair or impartial 
tribunal. There were only two points 
that were before that Commission to 
which I will call attention. First of all I 
will take the point about fair rents, to 
which the honourable Member for North 
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Dublin has alluded. One of the most 
important paragraphs in that Report 
deals with the question of the valuation 
of fair rents. They say that an early de- 
cision of Mr. Justice O'Hagan excluded 
from evidence on the fixing of fair rent 
the letting value or judicial rent of other 
buildings. That early decision of Mr. 
Justice O'Hagan was the corner-stone of 
settling fair rents in Ireland. They de- 
liberately go on to say that the decision 
should be set aside and neglected, and 
that in future the question of rents for 
land should be admitted in evidence. If 
that recommendation of the Commission 
is carried out—and it can be carried out, 
because the present practice is based, not 
upon a rule of the court, but on the de- 
cision of Mr. Justice O’Hagan—if that 
decision and that practice be reversed, 
then I say the whole country will be in 
a state of chaos, confusion, and disorder 
on the part of the tenants. This Report 
goes on at great length to define what 
a fair rent is—a very dangerous under- 
taking, because they state in the Report 
that in I8 years during which 
this Commission has been sitting in 
Ireland fixing judicial rents no judicial 
person has ever attempted to give a 
judicial definition of a fair rent. But 
Mr. Justice Fry, running in where angels 
fear to tread, has undertaken in this 
document to define a fair rent; and I 


the 


say that by his definition, if attempted t» 
be carried into effect, the Land Act of 
1881, as we have understood it for the 
last 18 Ireland, will be 
practically repealed, and the whole thing 
will be thrown into the melting-pot again 
and will have to be settled again. There 
is one other point which has not been 
alluded to. At the end of the Report 
are some paragraphs dealing with pur- 
chase which are an outrage upon the 
tenant. This deliberately 
recognises that where the landlord and 
tenant agree on a price, no matter what 
that price may 40 
years’ purchase or it may be 50 years’ 
purchase—the State is bound to advance 
that sum without reference 
Mr. Dillon. 


years in 


: ee 
Commission 


may be—it be 


to the char- 
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acter of the security. A more monstrous 
proposal was never heard of. It is in 


the interests of the present beau-ideal 
scheme of the Irish landlords. If the 
landlord put his son into occupation and 
agreed to sell the farm at four times 
its value the State would advance the 
money. All that would be necessary 
would be to have a collusive arrangement 
with relatives and make the application, 
and the State would shut its eyes to the 
arrangement. ‘then the next paragraph 
is quite as bad — 


“We are further of opinion that, where the 
purchase is made within a fixed period, say 
five years from the fixing of a fair rent, and the 
purchase-money does not exceed, say, eighteen 
years’ purchase of the fair rent, that price 
ought to be accepted by the Purchase Depart- 
ment as the sum to be advanced by the State, 
without inspection, except to the extent of 
ascertaining that the purchasers are the actual 
occupants.” 

That is to say, this precious Commission 
desires to take away a right which always 
existed—of inspecting the holding and 
seeing whether there is a proper security 
for the advance to be made. That is a 
very fair specimen of the character of 
the proposals of the Commission and the 
general attitude of mind in which this 
Commission approached the consideration 
of the question. The landlords of Ireland 
have undoubtedly strong 
Government behind them, and it has re- 
warded them; they have got the Irish 
Party considerably weakened by divisions 
and splits ; they have got quiet and peace 
in the country; and now they are not 
content with the advantage 
they have reaped under these peculiar 
circumstances. They prepared to 
still further their 
strong position. They may or they may 
To some extent they may 


got a very 


enormous 


are 


take advantage of 


not succeed. 


succeed. They have succeeded during 
the winter in modifying to a considerable 
extent the action of the Commission. 


But, Sir, this kind of proceeding always 
provokes a reaction ; and I hope the time 
will come, and that before very long, 
when the Chief Secretary and the land- 
lords will forget the Fry Commission 
ever was appointed. 
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Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I would 
rather never hear anything in this House 
about the Chief Secretary having to make 
any appointments of Sub-Commissioners. 
To my mind this war and struggle in 
Ireland will never be settled except by 
selling the land to the tenants of Ireland. 
That, Mr. Lowther, is the solution of the 
land question; and I would like to see 
the right honourable Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury taking up this 
matter and endeavouring to place the 
tenants of Ireland in the holdings they 
have earned by their industry and sweat 
and labour. There never will be peace 
or contentment in Ireland so long as 
there are landlords and tenants in Ire- 
land. I would like the right honourable 
Gentleman to take this into his favour- 
able consideration and settle the vexed 
question between landlord and tenant 
once for all. I believe the landlords 
would be very glad at the present moment 
to get rid of their estates. If you believe 
my honourable Friend below the Gang- 
way, he is simply a martyr in Ireland. 
The experience of the Commission in Ire- 
land has not been such as to afford an 
inducement to appeal. The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for the 
Ripon Division of Yorkshire was quite at 
a loss to know why there was such a 
number of appeals in Ireland. This is 
an illustration of how honourable Gentle- 
men who represent English constituencies 
intervene occasionally in Irish Debates, 
knowing absolutely nothing about the 
circumstances of which they are talking. 
I could at once have told him the solu- 
tion. The solution is that the landlords 
succeed so well before the Commission 
that it is no wonder there is such a large 
number of appeals with heavy costs 
against the tenant. I was very sorry, 
after the Chief Secretary had tried to 
hold the scales pretty equally between 
both parties, that he should have made 
the statement as to deterioration. Now, 
anybody who knows anything about hold- 
ings in Ireland must think it simply 
absurd that for a paltry reduction of per- 
haps 2s. per acre a farmer would de- 
teriorate his land. That statement, 
coming from the right honourable Gentle- 
man who represents this Government in 
Ireland, was hardly one we should expect 
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I would expect that he would 
know more about the circumstances of 
the farmers and how injurious it would 
be for a farmer to allow his holding to 
deteriorate for the paltry sum of 2s. per 
acre, which is about the average reduc- 
tion that is given by the Commission at 
the present moment. I heard the honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman sneer at the 
fixing of fair rents by the county court 
method; he scoffed at the idea of the 
valuation of a county court judge. It 
is a wonderful change when we find the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman begin- 
ning to scoff at the chairman of the 
quarter sessions. I am _ beginning to 
hope that he will soon be a Home Ruler. 
When we on this side attacked the county 
court judges in Ireland had the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman de- 
fending them. It is an extraordinary 
thing to see him denouncing his friends 
of former days. I do not stand here for 
the purpose of defending county court 
judges; I leave them to settle the 
affair between them. The honourable and 
gallant Member has quoted the Fry 


from him. 


we 


Commission. Does he forget that 
Dr. Trail was one of those who 
demanded a Royal Commission for 


the purpose of doing justice to the 
clan that the honourable and gallant 
Member belongs to! And Dr, Trail is 
one of the gentlemen who are expected to 
bring in an impartial Report after im- 
partially considering the case of the 
tenant farmers of Ireland. I say that the 
Fry Commission paid no respect whatever 
to the claims of the tenant farmers of 
Ireland ; and even if the Fry Commission 
had brought in a Report recommending 
the Government to bundle the tenant 
farmers, bag and baggage, out of the 
country, not the smallest attention would 
have been paid to it by the tenant 
farmers. From first to last they believed 
that that was a packed Commission in- 
stituted for the purpose of bringing in 
rules which would counteract and cripple 
the Land Act passed in 1896. We were 
kept here till five or six in the morning, 
sometimes till nine in the morning, for 
the purpose of passing that Act in the 
year 1896. The honourable Member for 
South Tyrone stated in Tyrone recently 
that the Land Act was not being carried 
out as was intended by the Legislature, 
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and that the tenants were being deprived 
of the benefits that Parliament intended 
them to have. That speaks volumes for 
the way in which the Land Act is ad- 
ministered. The Land Act of last year 
was intended for the improvement of the 
tenant farmers of Ireland, but it has 
turned out to be not of the slightest 
use. Any benefits conferred on the 
tenant farmers by the Act of 1896 
or the Act of last year have been 
entirely nullified by the ‘Royal Com- 
mission. I believe that the Fry Com- 
mission has done a great deal of 
harm to the tenant farmers with regard 
to the fixing of their rents; and nothing 
will convince me but that a peasant pro- 
prietary is the only solution of this un- 
fortunate land question. The endeavour 
to fix fair rents has cost an enormous 
amount of money, and even now the land- 
lords do not seem to be satisfied and the 
tenants are not satisfied. I would again 
appeal to the First Lord of the Treasury 
that he would endeavour to bring in some 
legislation which will enable the tenant 
farmers of Ireland to become the owners 
of their holdings. I know that it is a 
very big order; but after what we have 
*aen of the right honourable Gentleman 
during the passage of the Local Govern- 
ment Bill I have considerable confidence 
in him—a great deal more than I have 
in the Chief Secretary for Ireland—and 
T think if there is any right honourable 
Gentleman who would be capable of 
settling this long outstanding and much- 
vexed question between the landlord and 
the tenant it is the right honourable 


Gentleman himself. 


Vote agreed to. 


Cuass VII. 


“ £13,792, to complete the sum for salaries 
and expenses of temporary commissioners, com- 
me, aca tage 
mittees, and special inquiries. 


Vote agreed to. 


“£50,000, including grants in aid, in con- 
nection with the relief of distress in Ireland.” 
*Mr. DAVITT: I rise, not with the in- 
tention of discussing this Vote at this 
late hour, having regard to the ex- 
‘hausted state in which the Committee 


Mr. Daly. 
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must find itself after an almost continuous 
sitting for the last 48 hours, but I should 
like to find some opportunity of raising 
the question in a non-party spirit in order 
to discuss the subject of some permanent 
remedy for this recurring evil. I believe 
the opinions on these benches differ very 
little from the opinions held on the other 
side of the House with regard to this 
matter. We all agree that if a remedy 
can be found for this chronic distress it 
should be at once applied. I know that 
the right honourable Gentleman—and 
this is not the first time the observation 
has been made from these benches—has 
always shown a very keen and earnest 
sympathy with the condition of the 
people in the west of Ireland. If he will 
give us two or three hours on some avail- 
able occasion before the Appropriation 
Bill comes up for discussion we will now 
allow this Vote to go. I sincerely hope 
that he will give a favourable response to 
this request. I would remind him, in 
this connection, that last year Irish 
Supply was discussed during four days, 
whereas during this Session we have only 
had three. Therefore I am not making, 
I hope, an unreasonable request when I 
sugzest that in order to discuss this 
matter the right honourable Gentleman 
should give us two or three hours upon 
some convenient day. 


Supply. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I quite appreciate the spirit 
in which the honourable Member has 


made the observations to the Com- 
mittee which have just fallen from 
him. It is perfectly true, as he has 


said, that last year Ireland had 
four days for Supply, and that this is 
only the end of the third day which has 
been allotted to the Irish Estimates 
during the Session. He is as well ac- 
quainted as I am, I think, with the pre- 
sent position of Supply, and he probably, 
therefore, knows that I cannot give any 
pledges with regard to further time for 
the Estimates other than those that I 
have already made to the House as te 
matters requiring general discussion ; but 
I am not without hope that there may be 
some opportunity found for further dis- 
cussion, and I confess that if we have a 
discussion for two or three hours in a 
purely non-party spirit upon so important 
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and interesting a subject as the applica- 
tion of a permanent remedy to the evil 
of distress in the West of Ireland I my- 
self should regard that time as well 
spent. 


Mr. FLYNN: It would have been 
perfectly easy for us to have raised this 
matter in another form. We might have 
raised a discussion upon the Vote for the 
Congested Districts Board. I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will see his 
way to give us some little more definite 
information as to the Congested Districts 
Board Vote being brought on at a time 
which will allow of ample discussion. I 
think, considering the way the other 
Votes have been allowed to pass, this is 
not an unreasonable request. If the right 
honourable Gentleman will give us some 
definite undertaking that before very 
long we shall have this opportunity it 
would give great satisfaction on this side 
of the House. Nothing has been more pain- 
ful for us in connection with this dis- 
tress than to have to make these appeals, 
whether in the form of questions or in 
Debate upon the Chief Secretary’s salary. 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will see his way to give some reasonable 
time for a general discussion. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I do not know that I can go 
beyond what I have already said-—that I 
will endeavour, if I possibly can, to fina 
an opportunity for the discussion. 


Vote agreed to. 


Cuass II. 


“ £2,835, to complete the sum for salaries 
and expenses of the Lord Lieutenant’s house- 
hold.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Sala- 
ries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in Dublin 
and London, and subordinate Departments.” 


Mr. DILLON: There are some very im- 
portant questions that we desire to raise 
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on this Vote; and I beg to move to 
report Progress. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: It is not worth while putting the 
Motion. We will withdraw this Vote 
and take it next week. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


“ £1,261, to complete the sum for Charitable 
Donations and Bequests Office, Ireland.” 


“ £3,940, to complete the sum for Publis 
Record Office, Ireland.” 


“* £10,596, to complete the sum for Registrar 
General's Office, Ireland.” 


“ £7,100, to complete the sum for Valuation 
and Boundary Survey, Ireland.” 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Cuass III. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
salaries, allowances, expenses, and pensions 
of various County Court Ofticers, of Commis- 
sioners, and of Magistrates in Ireland, and the 
expenses of revision.” 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That the Chairman do report progress, and 
ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr, Dillon.) 


Agreed to. 





BILLS ADVANCED. 


a 


VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered; Read the thir] 
time, and passed. 


MUSSEL FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 


(Considered in Committee.) 
An Amendment made. 
Bill reported as amended. 


Bill read third time and passed. 
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METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and re- | On the Motion for the Adjournment of 
ported without Amendment; Bill read | the House, 
the third time, and passed. " 
| Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would like to 
ask whether it would be possible to 
reprint the Local Government (Ireland) 
| Bill before it comes on for Third Read- 
TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. ‘ing? It would be very convenient for 
ea aa, eae | honourable Members to be able to follow 
Ts |exactly the Amendments that have been 
(Considered in Committee.) | made. 
| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY vo THe 
Amendments proposed— | TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury) : It would be 
| impossible to print the Bill in time; but 
| the Bill will of course be reprinted before 
“Page 1, line 12, leave out * expression,’ and | it goes to the Lords. 
insert ‘expressions “local authority,” and.’ ” 


CLauseE 2. 


| 
“Page 1, line 13, leave out ‘has,’ and insert | 
‘have respectively.’ ” 
“Page 1, line 13, leave out ‘meaning,’ and BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
insert ‘meanings.’ ” 
“Page 1, line 21, leave out from ‘any’ to | 
‘in,’ in line 22, and insert ‘local authority.’” FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS 
“Page 1, line 25, leave out from ‘by’ to) (EMERGENCY PROCESSES) BILL. 
ms. and ni Boos _ — 7 a Order for Second Reading read, ant 
as > oe ae County counel, discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
“Page 2, lines 2 and 3. leave out ‘the county 
il,” and insert ‘such local authority.’ ”— : ote S 
(Mr Caldwell) iii DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
Amendments agreed to. discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
Bill reported as amended. House adjourned at 12.15. 
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